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MONDAY, MARCH 2, 1953 


Untrep States SENATE, 
SENATE PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON 
INVESTIGATIONS OF THE COMMITTEE 
ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, dD. er. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to Senate Resolution 40, agreed 
to January 30, 1953, at 10: 30 a. m., in room 357, Senate Office Building, 
Senator Joseph R. Mc¢ ‘arthy (chairman ) presiding. 

Present: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, Republican, Wisconsin; 
Senator Karl E. Mundt, Republican, South Dakota; Senator Everett 
M. Dirksen, Republican, Illinois; Senator John L. McClellan, Demo- 
erat, Arkansas; Senator Henry M. Jackson, Democrat, Washington; 
and Senator Stuart Symington, Democrat, Missouri. 

Present also: Roy Cohn, chief counsel; Donald Surine, assistant 
counsel, David Schine, chief consultant; Henry Hawkins, inves- 
tigator, and Ruth Young Watt, chief clerk. 

The CHarrMan. The committee will come to order. 

Before commencing the testimony, I would like to clear something 
up for the members of the committee who may not have been present. 
I note an article in one of the New York papers; I will read a para- 
graph from it. This is especially for the benefit of the other Senators, 
who may have been deceived by this: 

Derogatory testimony about Troup Mathews, editor of the Voice’s French 
section, led him to issue an indignant statement. He said he would be willing 
to deny under oath the fantastic tales that were told about him, but the 
McCarthy group had not given him a chance to testify and answer the charges 
against him. 

I merely want to point out that this is clearly false; that ‘Troup 
Mathews has been in executive session: that he has been asked whether 
he wanted to appear in public session and told that he could if he 
cared to. He has informed the chairman that he will think that over 
and decide whether he wants to appear in public session or not. I 
merely mention this, not because I hope to reform this paper, which 
seems to find an anti-Communist under every bed, but so the members 
who are present will know what the situation is and will not be 
deceived by it. 

Incidentally, this is in the Herald Tribune. 

Is there anyone here from the New York Herald Tribune? 

Who is your first witness, Mr. Counsel ? 

Mr. Conn. Dr. Cocutz, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. Dr. Cocutz, will you come forward ? 
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Will ve raise your right hand, Doctor? In t] matter now 1n 
hearing before the committee do vou solemnly swear to tell the t ith, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so elp vou God? 
rz. I do. 

The Cramman. May I ask counsel, I understand that Mr. Auber 
jonois, he id of the Fret ch desk. was orc red to be here this morning 


Mr. Coun. He was, Mr. Chairman. 


Phe CHatrmMan. At far as you know, he has t showed ip. 
Is that correct ? 
Mr. Coun. That is correct, Mr. Chan 
Phe CnatrMan. Is Mr. Auberjonois in the m / 
It } bl t the weatl 1 ! oO get 
( | l ( ld tak no act { Se | 
1 valid excust tt being het If he by 3 me 
mat hould ken up x it 
i 
( the e mittee sho ld take. 
| iv sav for the benefit of the committ it Mr. Auberjonois 
h re the com iittee In exe tive ce on Saturday 1 orning. He 
was asked whether he wanted to be notified personally or have his 
lawver notified whe he should come down here He was accom- 
panied by counsel We were asked to notify the attorney. The 
td ! ' at i ad veste? | | th t ( rect ¢ 


Mr. Comyn. That is correct, Mr. Chairman His home was called 


Mr. Coun. What is your full name, please ? 


TESTIMONY OF DR. JOHN COCUTZ, ACTING CHIEF, RUMANIAN 
SERVICE, VOICE OF AMERICA 


Dr. Cocurz. John C-o-ce-u-t-z, Cocutz. 
Mr Corn. Now Dr. Coeut what > your ne tion it the present 


Dr. Cocutz. I am e Acting Chief of the Rumanian Service of 
the Voice of America. 

Mr. Coun. You are the Acting Chief of the Rumanian Service of 
the Voice of America. 

The CHAIRMAN. Would you pell you ime ag 

Dr. Cocurz. C-o-c-u-t-z. 

Phe Cuamman. And your first name? 

Dr. Cocurz. John. 

The CHarrMan. Thank you. 

Mr. Coun. Now, Dr. Cocutz. are you head of the department of 
philosophy at the University of Georgia ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes; 1 am still head of the department of philosophy 
there. I just took a leave of absence from the university. 

Mr. Coun. You are on leave to enable you to assume your duties 
it the Voice of America ? , 

Dr. Cocurz. That is correct. 
or Munpr. How long have you been connected with the 
Iniversity, Dr. Cocutz ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Since 1945 I have been teaching at the University of 
Georgia, Atlanta division. 

Senator Munpr. Until when? 


ain, Doctor? 
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Dr. Cocurz. Until last summer. I came at the Voice June 17. 

Mr. Coun. Now, would you tell the chairman and the committee 
why you left the unive rsity, took a leave of absence as head of the 
philosop hy de ‘partment at t the University of Georgia, and went to the 
Voice of Ame rica / 

Dr. Cocurz. Quite a few years ago, I had been very much irritated 
by our fight against communism. In fact, I expressed that in very 


many lectures throughout the South and also 1 In my work at the Uni- 
versity of Georgia. And I wrote President Truman, [ think in 
1950 or 1951. I wrote him a letter in which I suggested a more aggres- 


sive ideologic al fio rht against communism. \) d then later on, l ex- 
pressed the desire that I would like to come to work with the Voice of 


America, and that I am ready to faialin whatever talents or gifts I have 
and join in the acoressive ficht against communism. 
Mr. Conn. When did you assume your duties with the Voice of 


America, Dr. Cocutz ? 

Dr. Cocurz. June 17, 

Mr. Conn. June 17, 1952? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes 

Mr. Conn. Now, after you assumed your duties at the Voice of 
America, did you find that a vigorous, aggressive anti-Communist 
policy was being pursued ¢ 

Dr. Cocurz. I was asked to survey and study the East European 
desks in general, to become familiar with what they were doing, and 
my immediate impression was a lack of real know ledge in many places 
about what communism really is and how we should fight it better. 

Mr. Conn. In other words, you made a survey of the Eastern Euro- 
pean desks, and your conclusion after that survey, was that there was 
a lack of knowledge as to communism and how it should be fought. Is 
that correct ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

Mr. Conn. Now, did you go and see anybody in authority at the 
Voice of America about this? 

Dr. Cocurz. I did more than that. I made a memorandum in which 
] expli ained ¢ Lp yan by which we should train our writers and our edi- 
tors in the Voice of America as to what communism is, what it stands 
for, what are the arguments about it, and how we can fight it more 
effectively. And I sent that memorandum to my superiors. 

Mr. Conn. Now, after you sent that memorandum to your 
superiors, were you called to confer with any top official of the Voice 
of America ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. I was ealled in by the poliev adv iser of the Voice 
of America, Mr. Kretzmann. 

Mr. ( ‘OHN. That is the chief policy ady iser of the Voice of America, 
Mr. Ed Kretzmann? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes; that is the chief policy adviser in New York. 

Mr. Coun. oo chief policy adviser for the Voice of America, 
which is located in New York; is that right? 

Dr. CocuTz. Yes. 

Mr. Conn. Now, did you have a conversation with Mr. Kretzmann ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. Assoon as I got to his office, Mr. Kretzmann said 
to me, after he read the memorandum, that I was under the impres- 
sion that we are there at the Voice of America to fight communism, 
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while we are not. I said to him, “Well, I am surprised, because I left 
my job at the University of Georgia purpos sely to come here and fight 
against communism. There is no business for me to be here, then. I 
can 20 — to the university, if I can’t fight communism here.’ 

The Cuamman. Did I understand you to say, Doctor, that he said 
you aes ‘ntly were under the impression that you were there to fight 
communism, - ut actually that was not the function of the Voice? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

The Cuarmman. In other words, the function of the Voice was not 
to fight communism ? 

Dr. Cocurz. He explained - at by mentioning two things. One 
thing or he said was the fact tha we cooperate with Tito while we fight 
against Stalin. 

I said, “Tf we « ‘ooperi ite in some areas with Tito, that doesn’t prove 

shouldn’t fight communism. 
¢ that he was informed by some 
people that communism helped some poor people in some parts of the 
world, and he said, in fact we should change the word and not use 
the word “communism.” but we should take another word, he thought 
the word “totalitarianism,” and fieht against totalitarianism. 

I said, “I lived in East Europe and I don’t think the Communists 
ever hi pe cl poor people What the did was to take the property both 
from the rich people ind the pool people and olve it to the state.” 

At this time our col versation was inte rrup ited. 
enator Munpr. Did he ever give you any examples of anywhere in 
the world \ here commu ism ha been he Ipful to poor people? 

Dr. Cocurz. No, at that time somebody came into the office, and the 
conversation was interrupted. 

Phe CuarrmMan, Let the record show that Mr. Auberjonois is now 


in the room. 


r y 1 ? = 
"Ther he added another rema K, Sayil 


I assume it was the bad weather that held you and your counsel up? 

Mr. Auprersonors. Yes. 

Senator Munpr. Go right ahead. 

Dr. Cocurz. Well, that was all the reaction I got about that plan, 
in which I suggested that we should train our writers and editors to 
be better equipped to fight communism. 

Senator Munpr. Did you find in your survey that their writers and 
editors and policymakers up there did not seem to know the true 
nature of communism and the nature of the particular “ism” which 
was functioning over in Kuropet 

Dr. Coct rz I am sorry to say yes. I would not like to say it about 
everyone of them, but quite many of them didn’t know what it was all 
al out, W hat communism W iS, 

Senator Munpr. So your plan was to set up a sort of briefing con- 
ference? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes, to bring them together and discuss what com- 
munism is and diseuss which is the most effective way to fight it. 

Senator Munpr. In a propaganda sense ? , 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

Senator McCretian. But you were told that was not the purpose 
of the Voice, to fight communism 2 

Dr. CocurTz. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. Who told you that? 

Dr. Cocurz. Mr. Kretzmann. 
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Senator Jackson. Did he tell you that the purpose of the Voice 
was not to fight communism ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. And what did he say was the purpose of the 
Voice, I mean, what were you up there for ¢ 

Dr. Cocurz. Well, that was the len oth of the discussion we had, 
the way I gave lt; although I have to add to that, that in another 
meeting, much late on, Mr. Kretzmann was aske dif we were there to 

oht communism, and then he said “ Yes.” 

Senator Jackson. When was this? When was this later meeting? 

Dr. Cocurz. I don’t recall exactly. This was a briefin @” session 
which different employees were briefed about the function of the 
Voice of Ameriea, and he came there to give a spee h. He was asked: 
“Do you think that we should fight maneneneae and he said, “Yes.” 

Senator Jackson. Who asked him that? 

Dr. Cocurz. I don’t reeall exactly. I am inclined to think it was 
Paul Deac who asked him that 

Senator JACKSON. Let me ask you something to see if ] can get one 
point clear. 

Di d: all of this conve rsation th: if you re te rred toe arlie Fee abou { drop- 
ping the word ‘ ‘communism,’ have something to do with the Pposs1D11 Cy 
ot something being said over the Voice th it wo ild Col flict with our 
policies with Tito? 

Dr. Cocurz. No: |] a not gather it from that. My own subjec- 
tive impression was that quite many of them didn’t know what com- 
munism was all about. 

Senator Jackson. No, I understand, but Tito has a | cal Communist 
regime at the moment. 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

Senator JacKson. I mean, 
of policy between out present policy towards Tito and the Communist 
regimes under the Soviets? 

Dr. Coc UTZ. I do not recall any dis ussion about that. 

Mr. Coun. Dr. Cocutz, the purpose of your conversation with Mr. 
Kretzmann was that you had made a recommendation that there be 

bi efing of people on the Kuropean desk so that they could get an 
understanding of communism and what it was all about, which you 
noted, in your survey, they lacked. Is that correct? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes, that is right. 

Mr. Conn. And was such a briefing ever set up? 

Dr. Cocurz. No. 

Mr. Conn. It has never been set up to this d Ly ¢ 

Dr. Cocurz. No. 

The CuarrmMan. May I interrupt? I was talki 
here, a minute, and I believe I missed some of your testimony. I under- 
stand your testimony is this: That when you went to Kretzmann, the 
Policy Director, and objected because you weren't effe. tively fighting 
communism, he told you that actually it was totalitarianism that the 
Voice’ shoul | be fighting, and t hat the Comm — were doing good 
for the peop le in some sections of the world, and, therefore, you should 
not aim your barbs at communism but you should aim them at total 
tarianism ? 

Dr. CocuTz. Yes. 


1 
| 


Was there any CLISCUSSLON about a co ifl ct 


ng to the Senators, 
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Senator Jackson. Right to that point: Did you not ask him, know- 
ing the kind of regime they have in Yugoslavia, “Well, if we use the 
word ‘totalitarianism,’ that will be aimed at Tito, too?” 

Dr. Cocurz. Well, as I said, exactly at the time when we were dis- 
cussing this matter, and when the question of helping the poor people 
came up, a group of people came in the office, and they were ready to 
listen to certain broadcasts, and our discussion was interrupted there. 
I had many things to say. 

Senator Jackson. Well, did you ask him? You see my point? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. I understand from what you said a moment ago 
that he, in one breath, was talking about our cooperation with Tito? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

Senator JAcKson. Well, if you change the designation to “totalitari- 
anism.” would that not be striking right at Tito? Because he has a 
totalitarian regime. 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, you did not feel that was a valid 
argument on his part? 

May I ask you this: The Communist propaganda, of course, always is 
to the effect that they are helping the poor people. That is the general 
term that they use over and over. Would it appear that our Policy 
Director over there was taken in by that propaganda and started to 
beheve it? 

Dr. Cocurz. The only thing that I can say is exactly, as far as I can 
remember it are, his expressions saying we should not use the word 
“communism” but “totalitarianism,” = eb he is told that in some 
places the Communists helped some poor people. And I would like 
to add that rioht then and there I had to Say that I begged to disagree 


with | m on that. because I lived in Europe and [ don’t think they help 
any poor people. 
Mr. Coun. I think vou have told us the fact that no briefing course 


Vv ever set up, al d those peop le you ce ferred to on the Europe an desk 
still remain as ignorant of Communist tactics and propaganda as they 
were at the time you made your survey. Is that right? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. No other action was taken. No reference was 
taken after that, to set up these brie fing sessions 

Mr. Coun. And I believe you have filed with the committee, have you 
not. the formula memorandum you submitted recommending a training 
program relating tocommunism? Is that right? 

Dr. Cocurz. Here it is: yes; I gave you a copy. 

Mr. Conn. We have a copy of that, dated August 18, 1952 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

Mr. Conn. Mr. Chairman, may we have in the record this memo- 
randum submitted by Dr. Cocutz entitled “Training Program Relating 
to Communism” ? 

The CratrmMan. Do you want that marked as an exhibit, or repro- 
duced in the record ? 

Mr. Conn. I would suggest that it be marked as an exhibit, Mr. 
Chairman, if that is agreeable. 

The CuatrrmMan. Well, would that not be of sufficient importance to 
have it reproduced in the record ? 

Mr. Conn. I think it might be. 


+ SI 





| 








eee 


: 
. 
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The Cuatrman. The memorandum will be marked as an exhibit 
and placed in the record. 

(The material referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 17” and will be 
found in the appendix on p. 324). 

Senator McCietian. May I ask: Have your recommendations, any 
of your recommendations, been put into effect or carried out ? 

Jr. Cocutrz. This recommendation was not put into effect. 

Senator McCietxan. I am referring to this one that is now being 
made an exhibit, or placed in the record. 

Dr. Cocutrz. No; it was not put into effect at all. 

Senator Jackson. What was the nature of the recommendation / 

Without reading, what was the substance of your recommendation ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Well, the main idea of the recommendation was to 
bring the people in the Voice, the employees of the Voice, mostly the 
writers and the editors, who have to write daily and have to read 
daily the Communist propaganda, and have with them sessions in 
which they will get a better understanding of the Communist argu- 
ments, Communist beliefs, Communist tenets, and the Wily the Com- 
munists try to sell them to the people; and then discuss together these 
arguments and cliscuss i gvethe1 which would be the best methods to 
counteract them and defeat them. 

Senator Jackson. Did they not have that briefing ? 

Dr. Cocurz. As far as I know, no. 

Senator JACKSON. How about the top people ? Were they briefed 
in the local techniques in Rumania and elsewhere that the Com- 
munists were employing? 

Dr. Cocurz. As far as I know, not. 

Senator Jackson. How could they prepare scripts and prepare pro- 
orams, then ? 

Dr. Cocurz. I am inclined to think that in that respect those e1 


t ner se em- 
ployees of the Voice of America who wanted to do a 00! iob tried, 
themselves, to inform themselves as much as possible ibout the Com- 
munist propaganda to write scripts about that. At least that is 
what I was doing myself. 

The CHATRMAN. May IL ask you this question, Doctor. ‘There seems 


to bea very serious question as to how the Voice should operate to he 
effective. No.1, 1 assume you feel that a 
to America ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Oh, definitely. 

The CuatrmMan. Dr. Compton, the other day, made a suggestion, I 
notice, in one of the national magazines that the Voice programs be 
restri ted to hard news and analy Sis; in othe words. follow Ing pretty 
much the British Broadcasting Co.’s method of operation. What do 
you think about that? In other words, instead of trying to in effect 
put out counterpropaganda, or propaganda, that we merely have a 
system whereby we can give the people of the world the news about 
America, what we are doing, why we are doing it, to have them better 
acquainted with us? I gather that was his idea, when he said we 
should rstrict it to hard news and analysis. I think there is consider 
able merit to that. 

Dr. Cocurz. Well, I am finding myself very much in disagree- 
ment with Dr. Compton on that point. To give just one example, 
all the young people in the Communist world are subjected now to very 
thorough indoctrination of communism from early childhood, and 


wood Voice could be valuable 
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we have to counteract, e pec illy among the young people, all the 


Comn t areuments, not only the question of news and news 
analy but the whole prop ganda machine of communism, which was 
to ve the minds and hearts of the people. That propaganda must 


be met at every level and at every point by all the means possible in 
ounteract their endeavor to conquer the minds and the hearts 
. A 


Senator McCuettAn. How can you do that without fighting com- 


) 
Dr. Cocut Well. that L very eood question. I meant to say that 
wel t be thoroughly determined to fight communism. 
Senator McCieinan. In order to have a good Voice, you must have 
{} nda Du tor who are Ww llinge to fight commu sm and say SO. 
Dr. Cocutz. Ye 
here another point at which I d sagree W th Dr. Compton : on 
the question of going further than the news and news analysis. We 


ive to present the American way of life to the world in greater 
because the Communist propaganda is trying day and night to 
yicture America as the ugliest country, as the ughest nation, in the 
Wol hs ind we have to go into detail to tell the world what America 


1 1 


for, how Americat people live, what are the main ideas that 


Mr. Conn. Now, Dr. Cocutz, did you have occasion, in your survey 
and in criticism you wrote concerning various things along these lines 
it the Voice, to discuss with Mr. Kretzmann the religious programs 


oO by the Voice of America ? 


I) CHaInMAN. By “ri g10us pre orams.” I assume you mean the 
Christmas programs or Easter programs. Or are we putting out other 
r fe) programs / 

Mr. Conn. Could we ask that of the witness, Mr. Chairman? I 

nk that would be an important point to clarify. 

Dr. ( urz. Later on I wrote another memorandum, in which I 

] C1Zed some phases of the Voice of Ameri i, and in those [ brought 

Dm tine iest on of religion as a Wea} on al cl as an argument against 

)) unism. Because the East European people, among whom I lived, 

re deeply religious, and communism tries to destroy religion com- 

pletel AY d if we would become the champions of religious free- 

| inform them of the religious life of America and other 

of tl world, and take their side in their hioht to preserve 

t ! hi r h life ar d t] elr religion, whatever religion they have, we 
would do a very effective work against communism. , 


Senator McCrieiiaAn. Do we not have any programs now in the 
Voice of Ame rica designed and calculated to do that? 
Dr. Cocutz. Well, each desk now does something, and it varies from 
rar to desk. from language to lar vuagve, what they do about religious 
programs. And according to my survey, I did not think what they 
were doing at that time was adequate. I talked with Mr. Kretzmann 
about it, and he informed me that there is a religious desk in the 
Voice of America. which is supposed to help the different language 
vices with religious materials and religious scripts. “But,” he said 
to me, “I already told some other religious leaders around here that 
the chief of that desk does not believe in God.” 

Senator McCietian. Who is the chief of the desk? 

Dr. Cocutz. The chief of the desk, I think, is Mr. Roger Lyons, 


a 
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The Cuatrman. You mean the Policy Director put an atheist or 
agnostic in charge / 

Dr. Cocurz. I don’t know who put him there, and I know I met 
him quite a few times, and I don’t know him at all and don’t want 
to make any statement myself about him. Iam just telling you that 
] told Mr. Kretzmann and told other pe ple that I tho ight we should 
bi Ing the best relig US lead rs ol th 5s coul try, the best | rains, to use 
them with the State Department in our fight for religious freedom 
and against atheistic communism. 

The Cuairman. Of course, every man has a perfect right to be an 
atheist or agnostic or whatevel he wants to be, but 1t seems rather 
unusual to have an atheist in charge of the religious desk of the Voice. 
Would that not seem rather unusual ? 

Dr. Cocurz. I would like to add once more that I met Mr. Lyons 
a few times and talked with him. I don’t know what his beliefs are at 
all. Lam just quoting what Mr. Kretzmann told me. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Kretzmann told you he was an atheist ? 

Dr. Cocurz. No; Mr. Kretzmann told me that he told somebody 
else also that Mr. Lyons is an atheist. 

Senator Jackson. This is smnper tam, and I am anxious to get the 
truth here. Will you restate again on what you oan se your hearsay 
information? It is hearsay. You got it from somebody else. Where 
did you pick it up? 

Dr. Cocurz. I talked to Mr. Kretzmann. 

Senator Jackson. What did Mr. Kretzmann tell you ? 

Dr. Cocurz. We were t: alking about religious programs in the Voice 
of America, and I was saying we should be more aggressive in help- 
ing the people behind the Iron Curtain that are subject to Communist 
or atheist propaganda. And he said, “Well, some religious official 
came around here, and he asked me about it, and I told him that the 
chief of the religious desk is an atheist.” 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Kretzmann told you ? 

Dr. Cocurz. That he told somebody else. But he told me also. He 
repeated what he told somebody else. 

Senator Jackson. That the Chief of the religious desk was an 
atheist ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. Did you ask him why he permitted this—Is it 
Mr. Lyons that you are referring to? 

Dr. Cocurz. No; I did not. You see, I am new in the Voice of 
America, I did not pursue very much my questions. I expressed my 
opinions and my views, and I listened to the reaction, as far as I re- 
member the conversation. 

Senator Jackson. Did you talk with anybody else on it? 

Dr. Cocurz. No. 

The CuarrmMan. That was not your job. 

Dr. Cocutz. No. 

Senator Munpr. Subsequently, did you go and have a conference 
with the Chief of the religious desk to present your ideas to him, so 
you would have a chance to judge his reactions to your suggestions? 

Dr. Cocurz. I talked to him a few times, but I did not bring up the 
whoie question to talk with him about it. What I did was, in my 
language service, to build religious programs, as ues as I could, 
myself. 
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The Cuatrman. I am not quite clear there. Just pardon me for 
1 minute. I am not quite clear on this, Doctor. Did you say that 
Kretzmann told you that the head of this religious desk was an atheist, 
or did he tell you that someone had told him ? 

Dr. Cocurz. No; hetold me. He quoted himself. 

The Cuarrman. And then you say he also told someone else the 
same thing. Is that right? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. Then may I say to Senator Jackson : 

That, of course, would not be hearsay. That would be direct 
evidence. 

Senator Jackson. He is stating his opinion. I think it is important 
in a case like that that we have Mr. Kretzmann and Mr. Lyons down 
here right away to confront them with this. 

Senator McCieixan. I do not quite understand. Did Kretzmann 
tell you that Kretzmann himself had told someone else that Lyons 
was an atheist ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

Senator McCietian. Or that Lyons had told someone? 

Dr. Cocurz. No. 

Senator McCreitian. He told you that he, Kretzmann, had told 
someone else that Lyons was an atheist? 

Dr. Cocurz. That is right. 

Mr. Conn. As I understand it, Dr. Cocutz, you discussed these 
religious programs with Mr. Kretzmann, and Mr. Kretzmann told 
you, as though this was nothing new to him, that a group of some 
religious leaders had been in to see him and had discussed the situa- 
tion, and he had told them that the head of the desk was an atheist, 
and he was telling you the same thing. Is that the picture? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes; that is it. 

Mr. Conn. And I assume it was not your function, as long as the 
information apparently was known to the chief policy adviser of the 
Voice of America, to go around and try to do something about it. Is 

that right ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Well, I had sent a memorandum. This was another 
memorandum, in which I presented my views as to what the Voice 
of America should do in the religious field. And I left it at that. 

Now, I would like very much to add this important thing: I 
met Mr. Lyons a few times. I never discussed in detail the questions 
of religion. He impressed me as a very fine fellow, was very friendly 
to me, and I do not want to make any statement about him, because I 
don’t know him. 

Senator McCieLtitan. How long have you been with the Voice of 
America ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Since June 17, 1952. 

Senator McCretian. Are you still with it? 

Dr. C OCUTZ. Yes. 

Senator McCiettan. Have you found any better cooperation re- 
cently than you did when you first went with the Voice? Have you 
observed recently an apparent desire on the part of responsible authori- 
ties on the part of the Voice to clean up this situation and to get it on 
the right track ? 

Dr. Cocurz. The thing that impressed me most, recently, was what 
the Government of the United States did to furnish us with better 


ere 
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arguments against communism, for example, the speech of Mr. Lodge 
at the U nited Nations : and the statements of Mr. Dulles regarding the 
liberation of the enslaved people. 

Senator McCrietuan. Was there any difference of opinion about 


whether you should use the speeches of Mr. Lodge and Mr. Dulles in 
your broadcasts ? 


Dr. Cocurz. No. 

Senator Munpr. In other words, what you are trying to say is that 
the program of the Voice can never be any better than the State 
Department’s foreign policy ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

Senator Munpr. And it is not quite fair to criticize the Voice for its 
failure to project something, when there is a paucity of news, a paucity 
of action and policy, to fight communism ? 

Dr. Cocutz. That is true. 

The CHatrMan. You referred to Mr. Dulles’ statement. We have 
been hearing many statements to the effect that the exposure of what 
has been going on in the Voice has hurt the morale of the Voice. I 
have taken the position, from the information I get, that the morale 
of the good Americans in the Voice in the State Department is at an 
alltime high; that the morale of those who feel soft toward communism 
and have been acting soft toward it may be rather low, and should be. 

Mr. Dulles made a statement several days ago, in which he said, in 
effect, that he wanted to cooperate with this committee; that he felt 
that an investigating committee had a function in exposing wrong- 
doing. What was the reaction to that statement of Mr. Dulles over 
among the Voice officials ? 

Dr. Cocurz. We discussed the statement in the policy meeting 
Friday, last Friday, and we discussed exactly this point. And there 
nde re various statements made, and I don’t recall them now. I remem- 

ber that I added to the discussion only this much: that we should 
have very high morale just because the Government of the United 
States furnished us in these two statements that I mentioned before 
great weapons with which to fight communism. One is the state- 
ment by Mr. Lodge at the United Nations, and the other one was the 
statement by Mr. Dulles regarding the liberation of the enslaved 
people. And I added then that those weapons should make us all 
very happy about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. What did the Policy Director have to Say about 
this expression on the part of Dulles, that is, that he would cooperate 
with the committee and did not object to having the Voice under 
the bright light, and that he would not defend any mistakes that 
were exposed ? What, if anything, did the Poli *y Director have to 
say about that? 

Dr. Cocutz. I don’t remember any pregame statement about that. 
I mean to say, we discussed the whole thing in the meeting, but I 
don’t remember any precise statement about that. 

Senator Jackson. How do you spell Mr. Lyons’ name? 

Dr. Cocurz. Iam not sure. I think it is L-y-o-n-s. 

Senator Jackson. What is his first name? 

Dr. Cocutz. Roger. 

Senator JACKSON. And he is head of the 

Dr. Cocurz. Religious desk. 
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Senator «J a¢ KsSON. The religious desk. Is that for the entire Voice? 

Dr. Cocurz. I am inclined to think so. 

Senator Dirksen. Mr. Chairman, I have a question or two. 

Dr. Cocutz, who actually made policy up there, the Policy Director, 
or was it a group 4 

Dr. Cocurz. Mr. Ed Kretzmann, the policy adviser, brought us to- 


vet] er and told us wh: ul the poli C\ was an id o rave us a chance to tel] 
our views, to discuss them, and to discuss the ‘policy, and after that 
we had to take it or leave it. 

Senator Dirksen. Well, then _— fe a eae Was a memoran 
dum or a directive issued indicating what the policy would be? Or 
was this all verbal understanding ? 

Dr. Cocurz. No, there were daily policy directives issued every 
morning to us at the 9:30 meeting 


Senator Dirksen. Those were sent to all the various desks where 
the scripts are prepared / 

Dr. Cocurz. They were given out at the meeting, and presumably 
rat ‘hiefs of the language services were supposed to take them to 
their language services and inform the writers about the policy. 

enator Dirksen. Now, what were your precise duties up there be- 
ass attending policy meetings and preparing memorandums ? 

Dr. Cocutz. I am the Acting Chief of the Rumanian Service, and 
my job is, together with a group of editors and writers, to prepare 
daily broadcasts which are beamed to Rumania. 

Senator Dirksen. So you were engaged in the preparation of 
scripts ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

Senator Dirksen. Now, then, under normal circumstances, you 
would prepare a script revealing your own views. But in the hght 
of these policy meetings, did you ‘have to inject some bias into your 
views? Did you have to modify them, before they were suitable to 
70 on the air ; 

vr. Cocutrz. Well, yes; these policies put some limitations on what 
we could say and what we could not say. Naturally, I would never say 
something that I do not believe. If something was prohibited by the 
policy directive, I would just leave it out. And that was all I could say 

I could give an instance about that, if you want me to. 

Senator Dirksen. Well, now, let us assume that a script was pre- 
pared that was in line with your convictions but was not in line with 
policy. Then what happened 

Dr. Cocurz. It was turned down. 

Senator Dirksen. Turned down completely? Or are the objection- 
able portions edited out of the script ? 

Dr. Cocurz, Well, I can give you an example. One of my scripts 
was turned down, I wrote a script, and I have a copy here of it, 
entitled “Five Evils of Marxism.” And I started with the statement 
of the Speaker of the House of Representatives, Joseph Martin, in 
which he said that Marxism was a “political malady.” And I began 
to give five reasons why I agree; why Mr. Martin was right. 

Senator Dirksen. All right. And that script was prepared by you? 

Dr. Cocurz. It was prepared by me personally, and I gave it to Mr. 
Kretzmann, and Mr. Kretzmann turned it down, although I showed 
it to some other Division chiefs and they accepted it and broadcast it. 

Senator Dirksen. It was used? 
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Dr. Cocurz. It was used by them, but I don’t know if they asked 
Mr. Kretzmann about it. But the fact is this, that Mr. Kretzmann 
told me that I “cannot use it in the form in which it is.” 

Senator JAcKSon. Well, what reason did he give? 

Dr. Cocutz. | have the seript here, but I think that Mr. Cohn has 
notations on the copy that he has there, about the ciiceticns to the 
Scl Ipt. And I think I e&n give you one, what I think very lmMportant, 
item in the seript. 

One of the evils, I said, of Marxism and Stalinism was the fact 


that they demanded abolishing the private property, the way the Com 
munist manifesto said. And on the margin of the seript which you 
have there, it is written that that is questionable. Then there is an 
argument which follows there, which has nothing to do with my 


argument in the seript. 

Senator Dirksen. Well, I think Mr. Cohn wants to pursue that. I 
just wanted to vet the answer to one question. Who up there actually 
knew what was going on? Who knew what to * Who knew what 
line to follow? Mr. Kretzmann had one idea; the policy group had 
one idea; the individuals at the desks preparing seripts had other 
ideas. Where was e common meeting point ¢ 

Dr. Cocurz. Well, this is the way it seemed to me to proceed. The 
Chiefs of the pear Services were called to daily meetings with 
Mr. Kretzmann. Mr. Kretzmann was supposed, as far as I know, to 
get the policy from Washington. And what he told us was to be the 
final word. We discussed, we argued. At some points he said he 
would consult with Washington about your points of view, but he was 
the one that decided about the policy. 

Senator Dirksen. But it would be a lot of madness, unless there 
were some directives that made it reasonably plain just what line you 
were to pursue, what the jumpingoff place was. Were there such 
directives ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Well, the directives that we got every day. 

Senator Dirksen. Verbal, or written? 

Dr. Cocurz. Written. 

Senator Dirksen. Are those directives available? 

Dr. Cocurz. I think so. I don’t have them, but I think that the 
Voice of America has the daily directives. 

Senator Dirksen. I have been trying to find out who knows what 
about what in the Voice of America. It is not plain to me yet that 
it was anything but a sort of a mad scramble, with everybody going 
in all directions. I do not see how a man at a desk can prepare a 
Sc ript addressed to Rumania or earner unless he had some 
idea of what the policy was going to be for that particular area 
And if the policy was in conflict with his own convictions, then the 
situation was complicated even more. 

Dr. Cocurz. But these directives were general, and they were sup- 
posed to be followed by all the desks. 

Senator Dirksen. And how much editing was there done on these 
scripts? When you submitted a script, for instance, on that portion 
behind the Iron Curtain that is of particular import to you, namely, 
Rumania, all seripts had to be submitted, 1 suppose ? 

Dr. Cocutz. No. 

Senator Dirksen. They did not have to be submitted 4 
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Dr. C‘ocutTz. No. We used two kinds of scripts. One kind of 
scripts were furnished by the Central Services. Those sup yposedly 
were already approved by the policy advisers. In this case we could 
translate them, edit them. ae use them, at our convenience, and at 
our decision, but within the limits of the material that was given 
there. 

Senator Dirksen. What was the general nature of those 

Dr. Cocurz. Well, they were various. 

Senator Dirksen. News commentaries? 

Dr. Cocutz. Mostly news commentaries. But they dealt with many 
other topics, like labor 

Senator Dirksen. All right. That is one kind. What was the 
other kind ? 

Dr. Cocutz. Well, they had agricultural seripts, and in general, 
most of them dealt with the inte rpretation of world events. 

Then each language service had some original commentaries, which 
were written in the respective language. Those in general were 
not read by the policy adviser, but the chiefs of the services were 
supposed to see that the content of those scripts that originated in 
the Language Services would be within the limits of the policy which 
was given to them. 

Senator DirKsen. What w as the police) v with 1 respect to news com 
mentaries from day to day? Information that was taken from the 
daily papers 

Dr. Cocurz. Well, the pohe Vin veneral varied from day to day. 
It would be very hard to make a saa statement about what was 
the general policy about it. What happened was that the Central 
Services sent to us commentaries and sent us through the ticker the 
news of the day which they collected from different press services, and 
we were supposed to use them. They were supposed to be already 
approved. 

Senator Dirksen. Well, who got those together ? 

Dr. Cocurz. The news was gathered together by the news service. 
There is a special News Service for each area. For example, for 
Eastern Europe there is a news desk, and the news desk collects all 
the news from wire services and other sources and sends that to the 
ervices on the ticker. 

Senator Dirksen. Well, I am thinking particularly of news in the 
United States of America that was a part of the daily commentary, 
ee little squibs, one paragraph long, that sup yposed ]y would be the 
highlight of the news for the day. Who gets those together ? 

Dr. Cocurz. The news services. 

Senator Dirksen. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am very much interested, 
because my first experience was with the Lincoln program last year, 
when I discovered that the Lincoln broadcast on Lincoln Anniversary 
Week consisted mainly of a letter which Karl Marx had written to 
\braham Lincoln, and that was supposedly an endeavor, I think, to 
make it look as though Mr. Lincoln was rather sympathetic to the idea. 
And I put some of it in the Congressional Record last year. 

But I have in mind, Mr. Chairman, a script of daily commentary 
that I saw that goes back quite a ways. About the only thing I could 
ee in it was that thugs had held up somebody in New York with a new 
kind of attack; that airplanes had ers ashed. I could see nothing 
in the whole commentary that put America in a favorable light. And 


} 
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I am wondering who goes through the papers and picks out these 
items to be broadcast to all the world as to what is happening in the 
United States. 

Dr. Cocurz. Well; there are two groups there. One is a group 
which selects the news, that we are supposed to use, from all the sources 
possible, and they decide what we should use and what we should not 
use. The other one is the Central Services, which prepares the scripts 
sent to us, the commentaries. 

The CuHarrman. Did you attend the policy meeting last Friday at 
12 o’clock ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

The Crarman,. Will you tell us what happened then? 

Dr. Cocutz. Well; I was slightly late at the meeting, and when I 
entered into the meeting. the discussion was going on about Mr. Dulles’ 
statement in connection with the Senate investigations. And Mr. 
Kretzmann had it and read it, and he made a statement to the effect, 
I gathered, that the statement of Mr. Dulles was rather depressing, 
and that he thinks that we should not use it for broadeast. And then 
there was a reaction in the room. If I recollect it right, I think it 
was Mr. Barmine, the head of the Russian branch, who reacted saying 
we should use it, and that he thinks we should ask Washington to let 
us use it, because the European newspapers and other publications 
already are discussing the Senate investigation that is carried on about 
the Voice of America. And then I think that Mr. Albert, the Chief 
of the German desk, also expressed the idea that he should be allowed 
to use it, because in Germany there are already discussions about the 
Senate investigation. And then Mr. Kretzmann said he was going to 
call Washington about it. And I think while we were there, Mr. Kretz- 
mann tried to get in touch, I gathered, with Mr. MeCardle to see what 
we should do about it. 

The CHarrman. But Kretzmann came in with the statement and 
said that it was depressing and he thought that it should not be used ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. I notice this script prepared by you, with the nota- 
tion that it was initialed by Mr. Kretzmann. Is that correct ? 

Dr. Cocurz. I don’t know who initialed it. I wanted to check, but 
I don’t know who initialed it. 

The Cuatrman. And there is a comment that this is not acceptable 
and one of the reasons why it is not acceptable is because it ascribes 
ethical values to capit: alism and denies ethical values to Marxism, and 
points out this should not be clone, because people like Attlee and 
Leon Blum and Norman Thomas and others would not agree with 
that. 

Dr. Cocurz. Well, I want to say at this point that I argued with 
them about that point, in this sense: that, in effect, we cannot ascribe 
anv ethical values to Marxism, because Marxism itself, being mate- 
rialism, denies all the ethical values in which we believe. 

The CHatrmMan. I am going to ask vou to examine this and see if 
I have correctly noted the comments: in other words, th: at one of the 
objection to this script is he ause 10 asct hes et eal va ues to ¢ apt tal 

sm and fails to ascribe ethical values to Marxism. 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes: that is true. 

The Cuatrman. And that is one of the reasons why this seript was 


unacceptable ? 
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Dr. COCUTZ Phat Ss correct. 

The CHarrman. You do not know whose initial that is on the 
bottom / 

Dr. Cocurz. No. 

‘| e CHAIRMAN Do Vou know who vou got it fron ( I) othe r 
vords, I would like to know who made that comment. who turned it 
down because it failed to a eribe ethic il values to Marx mn 

Dr. Cocut l vot the seript back from Mr. Kretzmann’s office. but 
I do not know exuccly who initialed this. 


\ 


senator Munpr. Doctor, I think it might be helpful to the commit 
tee f you could re-create +] 
typical directives. You 
directive, 
Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 
Senator Munpr. What would be the nature of those directives ¢ 
Can you give us | or 2 illustrative directives, as best you can remember 


/, 


late] { 
TO} is comp etely as vou can one or those 


said every morning at 9:30 you got a 


them 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. In fact, there were 2 sheets of paper, and once 
ina while 3 sheets of paper, and they were something like this. One 
of the directives, which talked in general, said, “The questions 
of East Europe should be treated this way. The questions of the Far 
Kast should be treated this Way. The questions of Latin America 
should be treated this way.” And soonandon. Then the other direc- 
tive took the areas and said, “This is the most important news from 
this area today,” and, “this article or this editorial from this paper 
is the most suitable for us to use today , or “We should not use that 
commentary or that article from that press service,” or something like 
that. And then the third sheet would give us a list of the commen- 
taries which will be issued that day in general. 

Senator Munpr. That would happen every morning at 9:30? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

Senator Munpr. Now, let us take a typical week. Out of, say, six, 
such meetings, would you find yourself generally in agreement with 
those directives, or generally 11) clisagreement with them / 

Dr. Cocurz. Well, when there was a question of news, 1 found my- 
elf most of the time in general agreement with them, because they 
cave us the news, and we had quite a choice to take from the news what 
fits better our programs. When there was a question of commentaries, 
I found myself very many times in disagreement with the com- 
mentaries that we received, mostly because quite many of them were 
of poor quality. Because of that we wrote most of the time our com- 
mentaries in our language services. 

Senator Munpr. When you wrote a commentary, you did not have 
to submit it back to Mr. Kretzmann ? 

Dr. Cocurz. No. But I would have to follow his policy that was 
given to us. 

Senator Munpr. You have been there now for almost a year? 

Dr. Cocurz. Well, since June 17. 

Senator Munpr. And you have attended a conference practically 
every day? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes; just about. 

Senator Munpr. How many times would you say, in the course of 
those commentaries all together, you have had occasion to violently 
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disagree with a directive or a statement of policy or an attitude on the 
part of your top ollicials? 

Dr. Cocutz. Well, I found myself quite a few times in disagree- 
ment, but I would have to recollect the specific dates to tell you spe- 
cifically about it. I would just have to say once more that most dis- 
agreements were with the poor quality of the commentaries that we 
received, | because the *V were not strong e nough agalnst communism. 

Senator Munpr. You did not find yourself disagreeing with the 
general effort or the slant of the pote: y people, but it was a disagree- 
ment dealing with the quality of the script; is that right? 

Dr. Cocurz. That is right. 

Senator Munpr. It was a rare occasion, then, as I understand it, 
when you would find yourself disagreeing as you did on this Joe 
Martin broadcast and the other one ‘ause of the feeling that they 
were not hitting communism ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Well, I will have to - uli fy that in this respect, that I 


now, that is a subjective feelin —that most of our scripts and 
commentaries were not strong « aaah in the value and the power of 
their arguments and proofs and attacks on communism, as I wanted 


thi m to be. 

Senator Syminetron. But, in general, they were what you would 
call soft toward communism, or indicative of failure to understand 
communism ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

Senator Munpr. Do you know where Kretzmann made his contact 
in Washington? You said when there was a disagreement in the pol- 
icy meeting, he would say: “I will have to call Washington.” Whom 
did he call? Did he call Compton, or Secretary Ac heson ? 

Dr. Cocutrz. I am not familiar with the Washington office of our 
information program. I have not been enough connected with the 
Voice to know exactly. 

Senator Munpr. And in some of the meet os, did he indicate to 
whom he was responsible ¢ 

Dr. Cocurz. I was inclined to think that usually he called the of- 
fices of the international information program. 

Senator Munpr. Who would be in charge of that ? 

Dr. Cocurz. I am sorry. I don’t know the details of the inner or- 
gwanization of the offices. 

The Cuarrman. Bradley Conn - would be top polic: y director. 

Dr. Cocurz. The name of Mr. Connors was mentioned many times. 

Senator Munpt. He would he , “Mr. Connors suggests this,” or 
“Mr. Connors mentions this” ? 

Dr. Cocutz. Well, his usual way of expressing was, “This is the 
policy that came from Washington, from our offices in Washington. 

Senator Munpr. And did you gather that that was Bradley Con- 
nors’ office, when he talked about the office in Washington ? 

Dr. Cocurz. I would not like to state anything about that, because I 
don’t know the details exactly. 

Senator Munpr. How did he mention Bradley Connors? You 
said he mentioned him many times. 

Dr. Cocurz. I would not say many times. 

Senator Munpr. I thought you said he mentioned him many times 

Dr. Cocurz. Iamsorry. I said he mentioned Connors in connec tion 
with talking to Washington, but I wouldn’t say he mentioned him 
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many times. In general, his statement was that the directive came 
from Washington. 

The Cuatrman. Doctor, this script interests me very much, espe- 
cially the comments in the margin, initialed by someone. This paper, 
prepared by you, is entitled “Five Evils of Marxism.” I notice the 
second paragraph says: 

The Marxist movement defends at least five doctrines which make it worse 
than a malady—they make it a poison. Here are these five Marxist beliefs: 

I note the word “poison” is circled and underlined. What does that 
mean ¢ 

Dr. Cocurz. It was an objection. 

The CHarrMan. In other words, someone in Kretzmann’s office, 01 
Kretzmann, objected to using the word “poison” in describing 
Marxism ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

The Crarrman. I notice down toward the middle of the script, 
where you refer to Communist-dominated countries, the word “Com 
munist” is underlined with a check in the margin. 

Does that indicate that the Vy obje ct to your use of the term “Commu- 
nist-dominated countries” ? 

Dr. Cocurz. There was an objection there, but I don’t remember 
exactly what was the objection. 

The CuarrmMan. You do not follow me. Would you step up here? 

Dr. Cocurz. I have it. It is on the first page. 

The CHarrman. Do you have the markings there ? 

Dr. Cocurz. No; but I think the marking is under “Communist- 
dominated countries.” 

The CHatrmMan. Does the check mark there indicate there is some- 
thing objectionable in that particular line? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes, but I don’t recall what was the objection. 

The CuarrmMan. The next line which was checked as objectionable 
was: 

The results of class distinctions and of class struggle are seen in the punish- 
ment of llions of innocent people 


and here is the line checked. 
whose only “crime” is that they fit a certain artificial definitior 


Do you know why they objected to your use of that? 

Dr. Cocurz. I don’t know. 

The CHairman. Here is one that interests me very much. I note 
on page 3, if you will drop down to paragraph 2, there is underlined 

portion of this paragraph: 

In the fourth place—Marxism is more than a malady because it demands the 
destruction of private property. _Marx wrote in the Communist Manifesto that 
communism can be summarized in one sentence: destruction of private property 
That is Stalin’s main program, 

Then, in the margin, written and initialed: 

Questionable. Stalin is not a doctrinaire Marxist. Marxism is the ideological 
fig leaf of respectability. 

Mr. Counsel, can you make this out ¢ 

Mr. Coun (reading) : 


* * * is the ideological fig leaf of respectability. This hides Stalin’s drive for 
world domination, 
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The Cuarrman. In other words, someone there says that Marxism 
is the fig leaf of respectability under which Stalin is hiding. Do you 
know what they mean by that? 

Dr. Cocurz. I don’t know. I would like to say that I was more 
furious about this objection than about anything, because in effect, 
here, I was attacking the basic Communist program which is carried 
on in Rumania and everywhere, by which they take the land and the 
houses and the cows and the pigs and everything from the individuals 
and give them to the state. And I was expressing that fact in this 
argument and attacking it. 

And they said “Questionable,” and then their argument why it is 
questionable has nothing to do with my argument there at all. It 
just talks that Stalin hides himself under the respectability of 
Marxism. 

The CuHarrmMan. Do you know of anything respectable about Marx- 
ism ¢ 

Dr. Cocurz. No. If you read the script, you will know that I don’t. 

The Carman. I know. I think you made that very clear. 

We have had a number of witnesses tell us so far that a number of 
those in policy positions in the Voice have taken the position that 
Stalin should be fought as an individual and that one of the objection- 
able things about Stalin is that he does not follow the teachings of 
Marx. In other words, if he had, he would not be such a bad fellow. 
Your statement here, that you were told that we were fighting totali- 
tarianism, not communism, would seem to bear that out. And this 
statement that “Stalin is hiding under the fig leaf of respectability of 
Marxism” would seem to indicate that whoever made this note felt 
that Marxism was respectable. 

Mr. Cocutrz. Yes; and at the end, that Marxism has ethical values. 

I felt the same way about the statement, that there was a tendency 
in the Voice of America to treat respectfully Marxism, and to attack 
Stalin himself. I found myself disagreeing with them violently, be 
cause it was Marx, or Marxism, which prepared the doctrine of the 
dictatorship of the proletariat, It was Marxism which proposed the 
doctrine of the destruction of private property, and it was Marxism 
which proposed the division of classes and the destruction of the 
bourgeois class, and through the Communist Party, the dictatorship 
of the proletariat. And it was Marx who proposed the fight against 
religion, and the destruction of religion every where in the world. 
I have studied Marx back and forth since I was a child and found 
myself absolutely against him. I do not see how anybody can be a 
democrat and believe in the rights of all human beings, and be a 
Marxist. 

Senator McCietian. Or a Republican? 

Dr. Cocurz. Iam sorry. I meant it in the other sense. 

Senator Symrnaron. How long have you been in this country 

Dr. Cocurz. I came here in 1939. 

Senator Syminecron. Where did you come from / 

Dr. Cocurz. I came from Rumania. 

Senator Symrneton. Why did you leave Rumania ? 

Dr. Cocurz. At that time, I was the executive secretary of the 
Baptist Union of Rumania. And I was the editor of the Protestant 
official paper of Rumania, mostly Baptist. And I came as a delegate 
to the Baptist World Congress in Atlanta, Ga. I came for 3 months, 


/ 
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W ith the idea to turn back that fall to go back Lo Rumania. I had a 
return ticket, and I still have it. 
Senator Symincron. Why did you decide to stay here 
Dr. Cocurz. Well, in the first pl ice, | was informed that I was on 
the blacklist of the Iron Guard in Rumania, and that meant that I 
would be killed us soon as the Iron Guard would get the power in 


/ 


Rumania. 

The Cnatrman. The what? 

Dr. Cocurz. The Iron Guard, which was a Nazi movement in 
Rumania. 

At the same time, I decided to enjoy a little bit of the freedom of 
America, because I had been thrown in jail in Rumania about two 
times by King Carol. And at the same time, the war caught me here, 
iui d I re ma ned, “ul a they | cde ided to become an American citizen 
ind become a protessor here, in our institutions. 

senator SYMINGTON. How did you vet to the Voice of Ame} ica é 

Dr. Cocurz. The first step toward the Voice of America was my 
letter that I sent to Mr. Truman, expressing a new plan to fight com- 
munism at the ideological and psychological level. I did not get any 
answer from Mr. Truman and Mr. Acheson. I sent copies to both of 
them. But I sent copies to Senator Russell, of Georgia, and Senator 
George, because | lived in Georgia, and it was Senator Russel] who 
read my plan very carefully. And Senator Russell sent a letter to the 
State Department, asking them to study my plan, because he is inter- 
ested very much in it. I have a copy of the letter that he sent to the 
State Department. Mr. Puhan wrote me a letter and invited me to 
come to New York and offered me then a job to wol k W ith the Voice of 
America. I told him that I was not ready yet to come with them, but 
hen later on he invited me once more, and I accepted, to work for the 
Voice of America. 

Senator Symirnoron. To whom do you report in the Voice of 
America ? 

Dr. Cocurz. My immediate Chief is Mr. Armitage, who is the Chief 
of the East Kuropean Branch of the Voice of America. 

Senator Symineton. Now, you prepared this script that Senator 
McCarthy was talking about, and some notations were made or excep- 
tions made? 

Dr. Cocutz. Yes. 

Senator Symineron. Did you ask why they were made, or did you 
just accept the changed script ? 

Dr. Cocutz. No; I talked with them. I talked, but only in passing. 
I talked with them. I talked with Mr. Kretzmann, and he told me a 
few of the objections that he had to the script verbally, outside of the 
notations, 

Senator Syminetron. Who broadcast the script ? 

Dr. Cocurz. This is the way it happened. In the meeting, I gave 
this script to Mr. Kretzmann, and the other chiefs of the language 
services heard about it, and they said, “Give us copies. We want to 
look it over.” So Mr. Lielnors, of the North European Branch, got a 
copy; he said the script was wonderful, and he used it. And then Mr. 
Dooher, Chief of the Near East Branch. took it. and he used it. as 
far as he told me. And then Mr. Baldanza of the Latin American 
Division said he used it, and he called up saying he would like me 





STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM 247 


to write some more scripts about it. And I said, “Mr. Baldanza, I 
can’t. I was told this one wasn’t good.” 

Senator Symineton. Who told you that? 

Dr. Cocurz. Mr. Kretzmann. 

Senator Syminatron. And the reasons he gave were the reasons 
given in the script; is that right? 

Dr. Cocurz. The notations are on the script. I remember only one 
verbal objection outside of those. I was talking of the Marxist doc- 
trine of violent revolution, and Mr. Kretzmann said that sometimes 
Marx accepted some kinds of revolution which would not be violent. 

Senator Symineron. So that we may understand the question of 
responsibility and authority, you say you reported to Mr. Armitage, 
but Mr. Kretzmann was the one who disapproved the script. 

Dr. Cocutrz. Yes. 

Senator Symineron. What is the organization ¢ 

Dr. Cocutrz. Well, the organization is this: Mr. Armitage, and 
above him Mr. Herrick, and above him Mr. Puhan,. have to do with 
program and with the staff and administrative things. Our policy, 
advice, comes directly from the office of Mr. Kretzmann. 

Senator Syminetron. And Mr. Kretzmann’s title? 

Dr. Cocurz. He is the policy adviser of the IBS, of the Voice of 
America offices in New York. 

Senator SYMINGTON. And he vould have the right to turn down 
anything which he did not think was proper in the seript; is that it? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. : 

Senator Syminetron. And in this case he turned down things which 
you felt were wrong from the standpoint of projecting our way of life? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. Have you questioned in your own mind Mr. 
Kretzmann’s ideologies ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

Senator Syminoton. You have? 

Dr. Cocutrz. Yes. 

Senator Symineton. Do you think that he is a Communist? 

Dr. Cocurz. No. I have to make a broader statement about that. I 
would like to say this, that I talked with Mr. Kretzmann very many 
times. He was extremely friendly to me. He was ready to he ‘Ip me 
anytime I wanted, and we had personal relations that were very 
friendly. Though we disagreed on many policies, we Were very 
friendly. 

Senator Symineron. I am not talking about the personal relation- 
ship. 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. But my impression was that Mr. Kretzmann, 
when there is a question of what communism really is, was confused. 

Senator Symineron. Was what ? 

Dr. Cocutz. Was confused. Was not informed enough. 

Senator Syminctron. He was not informed enough. You think he 
followed the Communist line? Or do you think he was just confused ? 

Dr. Cocurz. I think I would not say that if he followed the Com- 
munist line or not. I would like to say that my impression was that 
he was not informed enough. 

Senator Syminaton. Not NTO ENE. Well, do you not agree that 
inasmuch as you are testifying against Mr. Kretzmann in a sense, that 
as soon as possib le, to protect his name, he ought to come before this 
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committee and testify himself as to why he was confused, or his 
opinion as to why he does not think he was confused ¢ 

Dr. Cocurz. Oh, ves. 1 think that he should have the same priv1 
lege that I have or anybody else has to answer any questions that are 
brought up about him. 

Senator SyMINGTON. Now, one other question. You discussed as to 
whether or not Mr. Lyons, who was in charge of religion, was an 
atheist or not. Is that right? 

Dr. Cocutrz. Yes. 

Senator Sy MINGTON. You do not know Mr. Lyons ¢ 

Dr. Cocurz. I met him a few times, but I would not say that I know 
him. 

Senator SYMINGTON. Have vou ever discussed h s religion with him ? 

Dr. Cocurz. No. 

Senator Symineron. Mr. Kretzmann told you that he was an athe- 
ist: is that meht ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Mr. Kretzmann told me that Mr. Kretzmann had 
stated already to somebody eise——— 

Senator Symineron. Say that again. 

Dr. Cocurz. Mr. Kretzmann said to me that he had already stated 
t< omebod vy else that the Chief of the religious desk is an atheist. 

Senator Syaineron. How did that come up in your talk with Mr. 
Kretzmann ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Well, I was complaining about the fact that we do not 
use enough scripts and material to uphold the faith of the religious 
people, in any kind of religion, behind the [ron Curtain. Because 
I felt that especially around Christmas or any other seasons, it 1s one 
of the main weapons that we can use against communism, because the 
people in Eastern Europe are very religious. Wherever they can, as 
far as that can be, the churches are packed, and we should stand for 
their religious freedom and help them to preserve their religious faith, 
and he said, “You know how the situation is. The Chief of the 
religious desk I already said to somebody else that he is an atheist.” 

Senator Symrnatron. So he defended the fact that there was not 
enough religious hope in the broadcasts on the grounds that Mr. Lyons 
was an atheist ? 

Dr. Cocurz. I would not go that far. I am just quoting what he 
said. 

Senator Symineron. [am only trying to follow how it came up and 
W hat was discussed. Who does Mr. Lyons report to? 

Dr. Cocurz. I do not know. 

Senator Symineron. You do not know that. Not to Mr. Armitage 
and not to Mr. Kretzmann ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Not to Mr. Armitage. But I don’t know if he reports 
to Mr. Kretzmann. 

Senator Symrneron. Well, do you not agree that we should have 
Mr. Lyons down, too, and get his information ? 

Dr. Cocurz, Oh, absolutely. 

The Caatrman. Mr. Symington, I do not care what this witness or 
any other witness thinks about who we should have. Any man who is 
mentioned in a derogatory sense before this committee will have an 
absolute right to appear before the committee, and I do not need the 
advice of any witness on that. 


| 
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Senator Symineron. I was not discussing advice you might need. 
Lam worried about the fact that I] have had telegrams from witnesses 
who say that their names have been taken in a wrong way and that 
their reputations have been attacked, and I think, as a member of this 
committee, I have a right to develop the tl ought that those people 
should be heard, and should be heard as qu ky as possible possibly 
before other additional witnesses. I am not a lawver and I am not 
talking from the standpoint of evidence, but I agree with Senator 


Jackson that as soon as we can cet these pe ple in here and get their 
= de ot it. the sooner it is possible to have the issue clear cut to every- 


body, and these people should either be retan ed or suspended or dis- 
charged based on the nature f their defe se against these accusations 
that are made against them. 


The CHatrman. May I say, Senator, that [ am not clairvoyant. 
] clo not know when the Senators vet wires from withesses., Any Wit 
ness who wants to appear, if he will contact the chairman or ce act 


the staff, or, when he contacts one of the Senators, if the Senator will 
pass the wire on to me or the staff, that witnes ll be called I may 
say that this morning I received a number of wires from New York 
from people who read the New York Herald Tribune. Now, here isa 
statement in the Tribune Sunday. And I do not, as I said before, read 
this with any hope of trying to reform the paper. ‘They seem to find an 


anti-Communist under every bed. But I do want to call this to the 
attention of the Senator: 

Derogatory testimony about Troup Mathe l f the Voice’s French 
Section, led him to issue an indignant statemet Iie said he would be ling 
to deny under oath the “fantastic” tales that wet old about him, -but the Me 
Carthy group had not given him a chance to testil ind answe he charges 


against bin 


Asa result oft that. I have rotten several wires damning the coMm- 
mittee from hell to breakfast beeause they would not let ‘Troup Math- 
ews appear. The fact of the matter is that Mathews appeared before 
senator MeClellan and myself. Then, before a sizable number of 
newsmen, he was asked whether he wanted to appear in a public session 
and told if he wanted to do that he would have the absolute right to 
co it, and he said that he did not know whether he wanted to appear 
in public or not, that he would think it over and talk to his friends and 
let us know whether he would appear in a public session or not. 

] merely make mention of this to make it clear that those witnesses 
are being offered the chance to appear. 

Now, I think it should be stated at this time—Counsel, am I correct 
in this’—that Mr. Mathews, No. 1, denied the testimony about the col- 
lective farm; No. 2, he said that he had been solicited to join the Com- 
munist Party, but he had refused; and No. 3, that he had attended 
only one Communist meeting. 

Was that his testimony? I am not talking about any report. I am 
talking about his testimony. 

Mr. Coun. That is his testimony on those points. 

The Cuarrman. And he has been given the right to appear. 

Every witness will be given an absolute right to appear. I cannot 
all them all at once. We have 5 Senators: there are 7 sitting in the 
committee. Take, for example, today. We have Mr. Auberjonois. 
Some statements were made about him. We are going to have other 
witnesses. I assumed this witness before us might take 10 or 15 min- 











250 STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM 


ute ‘There are many important things the Senators want to £o Into. 
Asa result, it has taken an hour and a half, which means we will not 
ible to put on all the witnesses that we have asked to come. They 
Willallhavea right toappear. I have repeated that over and over and 
over, and Lam volng to continue to repeat it. 
Senator Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I do not think the problem that 
has been raised relates to then right tO appear. I think the question 


irises as to the delay from the time the hame has been brought nh until 


he reard., I think that is the point. 

Phe Crarrman. Well, whom do you want brought in, and when, 
Nel itor ¢ If vou would lke to set the order of calling witnesses, I 
would be glad to do it. Let us make this clear. I have tried to run 
. very orderly fashion. I have had no objection from any 
™ iors, ¢ they Republica = Ol 1) moecrats, 01 this. Lf there is any 

(he that any senator wants called, he will be called Instanter,. | 

} |} 


e glad to break into any testimo1 V al d have h m called. In the 
ence of that, I will try to run this hearing as I think it should 


Now, we are calling Mr. Harris tomorrow. Mr. Harris is the 
subject of some very, very serious accusations in executive session. 
I decided to put him on before Wwe pul the witnesses ag inst him on. 
I have instructed the staff to olive Mr. Harris a résumé of the testimony 
against him. How we can handle that more fairly to a witness I 
do not know. 

Senator Syminoron. Mr. Chairman, can I make a point on this? 
We had a man named Ayres who testified against a man named Bauer. 
If you remember, you then had a man named Puhan, to whom both 
reported. Bauer sent me a telegram in which he asked to be heard, 
and I so reported to the committee. Pubhan said that Jauer was a 
good fellow and that Ayres was a good fellow; that he had told them 
both to get along. You remember that testimony. Somebody had 
asked me why Bauer has not been called, and therefore I was express- 
ing the hope that as these people get criticized, they be allowed to 
come before the committee to defend their name. 

Senator Jackson. As soon as possible. We all agree they are 
coming; but as soon as posible. I think that is the whole point, Mr. 
Chairman. There is not any desire to criticize the fact that they are 
not going to be called. I think the problem that is being presented 
is when they are called. 

‘here are three others, you remember. We brought that up in 
committee. All 3 signed a wire: Goldman—and who were the other 


wy? 


Mr. Conn. The three were Goldman, Harold Berman, and Taylor. 
Their chief, the Chief of the Newsroom, Mr. Zorthian. and 1 of his 
assistants, came over and had a 2-hour talk with Mr. Schine and 
myself, in which we went over the whole situation in the newsroom. 
and I reiterated the fact that these other people working under him 
would be called whenever they wanted to be called. In fact, I dis- 
cussed some of the possible evidence that would be produced on their 
calling, and some of the things we want to go over with them. and I 
have heard no further communication from them. I telephoned 
Mr. Bauer, after receipt of the telegram from him. I talked to him 
over the phone, and he knows that he in due course will be called before 


ee 
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the committee, and I think he is perfectly well satisfied from a timing 
standpoint. 

There is still, I might explain, Mr. Chairman, certain additional 
evidence concerning Mr. Bauer that we oe want to have in the 


record so that we could have the whole thing in at once. Now, we 
have had Mr. Kretzmann’s name mentioned here this morning. We 
have five witnesses who have what we believe to be quite important 
information that they are prepared to give under oath e¢ ring 
Mr. Kretzmann, and the question is that we can have it 1 na 

each time, or we can have it proceed regularly, in the order of a trial, 
and then have the person who is the subject of the testimony come m 


with the full record before him prepared and make a complete state 
ment to the committee so that he can have the whole thing there at the 
right time. 

The Cuatrman. I think, Counsel, Senator Symington males a 
good point when he says that if there is very damaging evidence 
presented against John Jones today, and then if John Jones js not 
called for Zz weeks, it may cdo him a considerable Inju tice. SO let us 
have this understood. And I think it has been. If a witne l erely 
says, “T want to be called in due course,” Ll want you to do what you 
have been doing. Contact him, and explain how many other witnesses 
there will be on his situation, and let him know when he will be called 
inthe normal order. And if he says, “I want to be called immediately 
to answer this, because I am being embarrassed by the testimony,” 
then we will call him immediately. 

Mr. Conn. Very good. 

The Cuainman. So that will be the modus operandi in the future. 

Is that acceptable ? 

Senator Syminetron. I want to thank the chairman for understand- 
ing the point, and I appreci: a the position he takes on it. 

Senator JAC KSON. To be help ful, along this same line, whe in te st] 
mony comes out in executive session that a certain witness that w i 
be heard in open session is going to name a certain individual for 
various reasons, would it not also be a very good idea to advise that 
person, so that he can be here at the time when the charges are being 
brought / 

The CuatrmMan. I think that would be an excellent idea. 

Senator Jackson. And then if they say they want to be heard lat 
that is their problem. 

The Cuatrman. I think that is an excellent idea. What we have 
been doing so far, Senator, is to call one of th e superiors. I have been 
trying to keep in touch with the new people in the State Department 
letting them know roughly what witnesses will be called, and I try 
to give them a résumé of the testimony, so that they can have a man 
here. 

I think it might be well, where an in dividua ] is named in executive 
session, that he be notified that he will be named in public session. 
so that he can be here. I may say this witness has not appeared in 
executive session. 

Senator Jackson. Let him be asked when he wants to appear, so 
that he will not be sending us wires saying he wants to be heard. 
Then he will be right on the record, and if he wants to sate that 
his problem. 
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The Cuairman. May I ask the Senators this: Normally, we go into 
this in executive session. but inasmuch as we have started on this 
question of Reed Harris, who is the Acting Directo1 of the entire 
information program, the Senators are roughly aware of the general 
pl ture about Reed H LTS, Question: If we eall all the withesses on 
Reed Harris, it will mean that we will be putting in testimony on 
him for perhaps 4 or 5 days, and he would not be able to appear to 
answer that until sometime next week. If that is done, there will 
be the si reaming by certain elements that Harris is being mistreated. 
Now, what I have tentatively decided to do is to let him appeal first, 
and lve him a résumé of the te Stimony agalnst himself. Of course, 
then he can object and say, “Well, 1 do not know what I am answering. 
I have not heard the testimony against myself.” 

Senator Jackson. Then he is on the spot. You have him on record 
saying that he knows what the story is, and he has a chance to be 
fully apprised, and he has made his statement. 

The CHatrMan. Let me ask you this: Is it acceptable with the othe 
Senators that we call Reed Harris tomorrow morning’ before the 
witnesses are put on against him, and have the staf vive him a résumé 
of the testimony that has appeared in executive,session and that will 
appear ¢ Is that acceptable to the Senators / 

Senator McCrie.uan. Mr. Chairman, we had Reed Harris up here 
in executive session. Has he insisted that he wants to be heard im 
mediately in open session 2 

Senator Jackson. Why do we not ask him, Mr. Chairman, whethe 

{ 


he wants to be heard first. or whether he want to be heard at the 


conclusion ¢ 

Senator Syminoron. I think we did ask him, and I think he did 
want to be heard. 

The Cuatrman. I do not recall any specific request, but I think he 
indicated that, if this testimony on him were made public, he wanted 
to have a chance to answer it as it might do him damage, and he wanted 
toappear. Was that not the impression you got, Stu / 

Senator SYMINGTON. My impression was that he wanted to testify. 

The Cuairman. So we will hear Reed Harris at 10:30 tomorroy 
Morning. 

(re we through with this witness? 

Senator Munpr. | have some questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Did Mr. Kretzmann identify the names of the religious eaders 
to whom he indicated that the head of the relig ous desk was an 
atheist 7 

Dr. Cocurz. Not as far as I recollect. 

Senator Munpr. I understand, about this script we have been dis 
cussing, which I think is a vood script, that Mr. Kretzmann found 
some fault with it. made some criticism of it. and suggested to vou 
that you not use it, but that 1t was used over 3 of the 5 language desks. 
the South American language desk, the North European language 
desk, and Llother. Is that right ¢ 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. As far as I know. They told me they used it. 

Senator Munpr. Are they also under Mr. Kretzmann ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes. 

Senator Munpr. You have vot mea little confused as to why Mr. 
Kretzmann would object to your using it in the Balkan area and be 
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agreeable to its being used in South America and the North European 
desk and these others. 

Dr. Cocurz. I was under the impression that those chiefs of those 
divisions did not ask him about his opinion. 

Senator Munptr: What is that? 

Dr. Cocurz. I was under the impression that those chiefs of those 
divisions did not ask him about his opinion if they should use it or not. 
They went on their own. That is my impression. 

Senator Munpr. Were the *\ critic ized or repr imanded for using it 2 

Dr. Cocurz. I don’t know. 

Now, about the religious question, I would like only to add this 
much, that I did not state here in detail what should be done about 
religion behind the Iron Curtain, and because of that 1 am going to 
give to the committee a memorandum — I sent to the Voice of 
America, which will contain my ideas in a positive way about what 

chould be done about fighting communism at the religious level. 

Senator Munpr. Is that about the same length as your other 
memorandum ¢ 

Dr. Cocurz. Longer than this one. 

Senator Munpr. I think it would be a good idea to accept that for 
the record, Mr. Chairman, so that we can have that. 

The CHarrMan. It will be made a part of the record. 

(The material referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 18” and will 
be found in the appendix on p. 326.) 

The CuatrmMan. I am also going to ask the reporter to reproduce 
the document entitled “Five Evils of Marxism,” bearing the name 
J. T. Cocutz, with the name “Kretzmann” written in in pencil. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 19” and will 
be found in the appendix facing page 326. ) 

The CHarrman. Do you remember the date you prepared this, 
Doctor ? 

Dr. Cocurz. It was, as you see, in connection with Mr. Joseph 
Martin’s speech, and that is the way in which I could identify it. I 
do not remember exactly the date, but Mr. Joseph Martin might have 
given a speech in the House of Representatives, and it was in connec- 
tion with that. I don’t remember exactly the date. 

The Cuatrman. This will have very little meaning unless the mark- 
ings on it also appear in the record, Mr. Reporter. I wish you would 
try to indicate every notation in the margin, every place where you 
have something under lined, any check in the margin. And if you can 
read it, reproduce what is written at the end in longhand. 

I may say that this appears to be an excellent script, Doctor. 

Dr. Cocurz. Thank you. 

The Cuatrman. It is well and intelligently written. 

Any further questions ? 

Let me ask the committee, when would you like to have Dr. Lyons 
here? I think in view of the fact that he heads the religious desk 
and has been accused, or I should not say accused, but it has been 
stated that he is an atheist, it would be important to find out whether 
an atheist is running the religious desk. We could phone him and 
ask him to come down this afternoon, if you like. I think once we 
get into the Reed Harris phase of this, we will be on that for several 
days. I would rather not break in on it. Would you think we should 
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phone him and ask him if he ean, without any difficulty, come down 
this afternoon? Or ask him over the phone? f 

Senator Jackson. He may not want to be heard. Give him the 
opportunity, though. Le 

The Cuatrman. Ask him, No. 1, whether he is running the religious 
desk; No. 2, whether he says he is or is not an atheist. If he says he 
is, that gives us the entire picture. We do not need him as a witness. 

I may say the measure of whether we hear witnesses is not whether 
they want to be heard. We have heard some rather reluctant wit- 
nesses so far, and we will hear more. The measure is, No. 1, anyone 
who can add to the picture and, No. 2, anyone who says “T think I can 
add to the picture,” and wants to be heard. I think it should be 
clear that no member of the committe is criticizing Mr. Lyons because 
he may ormay not be an atheist. 

Dr. Cocurz. I don’t, either. a 

The Cruatmrman. We do not care what he is, except insofar as it 
may affect his job. 

Senator Symrneron. May I ask you about one more point ? 

Dr. Cocurz. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symrnecron. You said that Mr. Kretzmann’s reason, given 
you, for less active promulgation of the American concept on the air, 
along the lines you thought of, from the religious standpoint, was 
because the man who ran the desk was an atheist ? 

Dr. Cocurz. I did not say it that way. 

Senator Symineron. I tried to find out how the conversation came 
up with respect to the religious viewpoint of Mr. Lyons, and it is 
my understanding that that is what you said. 

‘Dr. Cocutz. Well, I have to be, sir, very truthful. The conversation 
was quite a long time ago, and the only thing that I recollect is 
exactly this: that we were sitting at a table together, and I was 
discussing together with him my ideas about what the Voice of 
America should do against communism at the religious level. And 
in that conversation Mr. Kretzmann made that statement: that he 
had told somebody else that the chief of the religious desk was an 
atheist. 

The CuamrMan,. May I interrupt 

Mr. Auberjonois, you are down ce with your attorney, I assume 
having brought your lawyer down from New York, which caused you 
some inconvenience and cost you some money. We thought we would 
get to you this morning. lf you had been here in time, we would 
have. I guess it was not your fault. The weather held you up. 

We can postpone the other work and put you on this afternoon, if 
vou would prefer. We will do that if you want to go on this after- 
noon. Otherwise, you will be called back. Would you rather go on 
this afternoon ? 

Mr. Aunersonors. Oh, yes; absolutely, 

The Cuarrman,. Then you will be put on at 2 o'clock this afternoon. 

May I ask you this: You asked us whether or not you could submit 
a written statement. We told you “yes,” but that under the rules of 
the Reorganization Act and the rules of the committee you have to 
present it 24 hours ahead of time. I know that was impossible, be- 
cause you were only called yesterday. So, in your case, we will waive 
the time insofar as submission of your statement is concerned. If you 
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want to submit a statement, you can do it when you appear here this 
afternoon. Do you follow me, Mr. Auberjonois? 

Mr. Avusersonotrs. I am sorry, Senator. There is a lot of noise. 

Mr. Miepau (counsel to Mr. Auberjonois). May I say that we have 
the statement and are ready to present it now or any other time. 

The Cuatrman. Will you olve it to the staff now? You will be 
able to present it. then, this afternoon. We are walving the 24-hour 
limitation in your case, because you were called at such a late time. 
So, you will give a copy of that to Mr. Cohn now, and we will have 
you at 2 o’clock, 

(Whereupon, at 12:05 p. m., a recess was taken until 2 p. m. this 
same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSSION 


(The committee reconvened at 2 p. m., upon the expiration of the 
recess, } 

The Cuamman. Mr. Auberjonois? 

Will you raise your right hand, sir? In this matter now in hearing 
before the committee. do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Aupersonors. I do. 

The Cuamman. Will you identify your counsel, Mr. Auberjonois? 


TESTIMONY OF FERNAND AUBERJONOIS, POLICY UNIT, VOICE OF 
AMERICA (ACCOMP/.NIED BY HIS COUNSEL, LESTER MIGDAL) 


Mr. Aupnersonots. My counsel is Lester Migdal, M-i-g-d-a-l. 

The CratrmMan. The first name is Lester? 

Mr. Aupersonots. Yes. 

The CHarrman. And you are Mr. Auberjonois. Will you spell it 
for us, please ? 

Mr. Aupersonots. A-u-b-e-r 

The Cramman. And your first name? 

Mr. Ausrrgonots. Fernand, F-e-r-n-a-n-d. 

The Cuatrman. What is your position with the Voice? 

Mr. Aurersonots. My position with the Voice is one of the members 
of the Policy Unit, under Mr. Edwin Kretzmann. 

The Cuarrman. You are part of the Policy Unit? 

Mr. Avupersonots. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. And who are the other two men in the Policy Unit ? 

Mr. Avusersonots. Mr. Edwin Kretzmann is Chief of the Policy 
Unit, and Mr. Gordon Knox, K-n-o-x. 

The CHatrrMan. Mr. Gordon Knox. 

Mr. Avupersonots. He is assistant. 

The CuatrMan. His first name is Gordon ? 

Mr. Avupersonots. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. So, you are assistant to the Chief of the Policy 
Section. 

Mr. AvuBerzonots. I think I am third in line, sir. 

The CrarrmMan. In any event, there are three people in the Policy 
Section. The Chief is Edwin Kretzmann. And you are one of the 


assistants. 
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Mr. Auseryonors. One of the assistants; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And Mr. Knox is the other assistant; is that 
correct ¢ 

Mr. Avupersonois. Yes, sil 

The CHamrMan. Now, just to get this chain of command clear, Mr. 
Brad Connors is the Policy Chief of the entire International Infor 
mation Administration; right ? 

Mr. Avpersonotis. That is correct, sit 

The CuamrMan. So that, when we talk about the Policy Chief of - 
the Voice, we are talking about the Policy Chief of one of the five 
branches of the international information program ¢ 

Mr. Ausersonots. That is right, the broadcasting activities. 

The CHArkMAN. When were you promoted to this job as assistant . 
to the Policy Chief ? 

Mr. Aupersonots. It was in May 1952, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now js do you know a Mr. Houseman ¢ 

Mr. AvusBersonors. Is that John Houseman, MGM producer ? ’ 

The CHatrMan. Do you know John Houseman ? 

Mr. AUBERJONOIS. Yes, sir. 

The CHatRMan. What corporation is he with ? 

Mr. Avsersonors. He is with MGM as a producer. 

The Cuamrman. You have heard of the Media, M-e-d-i-a, Corp.? 

Mr. AusBrersonors. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And Mr. Houseman was one of the officers of that 
corporation ¢ 

Mr. Aupersonois. I understand that Mr. Houseman was a member 
of Media. 

The CHairmMan. Well, you understand? You know he was, do you 
not ¢ ; 

Mr. Ausersonotrs. I do; yes. 

The CHarrMan. You know he was one of the top men in the Media i 
Corp., do you not? 

Mr. Auspersonots. Yes: I knew he was one of the three or four. I 
don’t know the exact composition of Media Productions. 


The CramrMman. And you were purchasing what you call packages : 
from Media Corp. ? é 
Mr. Avupersonots. I was not, no, sir. i 
The CHarmmMan. The Voice was, then ? A 
Mr. Avusrervonors. An operation called the Transcribed Programs a 
Project. ‘ ; 
The CHarman. All right. The Voice of America was purchasing 
what you refer to as a package ? : 


Mr. Aupersonors. Package programs; that is right. 

The CHatrMan. When you refer to a package, you refer to a half- 
hour program ¢ 

Mr. AuBERJONO!Is. It can be 15 minutes; it can be a half hour; it 
can be an hour. 

The CHarrMaNn. Now, the packages which you purchased from - 
Houseman corporation: Do they vary from 15 minutes to an hour, 
were they all half-hour programs? 

Mr. AuBersonots. These were, I believe, all half hour. 

The Cuamman, All half hour? 

Mr. AvuBergonols. Yes, sir. 
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The CuatrmMan. Now, there is what is known as the Hollywood 
Coordinating Committee, is there not ? 

Mr. AusErvonots. I don’t know much about it, sir; but I have heard 
of it. 

The Cuairman. Well, in any event, you know that Hollywood set 
up a committee headed by George Murphy to cooperate with the Voice 
in producing anti-Communist material ? 

Mr. Ausersonors. No, si 

The CuarrMan. You a not know that ? 

Mr. AusBersonots. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you know of any Holly wood group that was 
set up to work with the Voice / 

my AvpBersonots. The only name I have seen mentioned, or remem- 
ber, is the Hollywood ¢ ‘coordinating Committee: yes, sir. 

The C HAIRMAN. That is what | said, the Holly wood Coordinating 
Committee. 

Mr. Ausersonois. Oh, I heard the name of Murphy, which I did 


The CuatrMan. Do you know whether Murphy was active in that? 

Mr. Avupersonors. I don’t know that. 

The CHarrmMan. In any event, there was the Hollywood Coordi- 
nating Committee, which was set up to work with the Voice in its 
program of combating communism. Is that right / 

Mr. Ausersonors. I don’t know whether the mission was combating 
communism, sir. 

The CuairMan. I see. 

Mr. Aupersonors. I know it was to bring at least to certain areas 
of the world a picture of Hollywood, which was a true picture. 

The CuatrmMan. Through the Voice of America ? 

Mr. Auservonots. And use the artists; yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Through the Voice of America / 

Mr. Avuspersonots. Yes, sir; through the Voice of America. 

The CuarrMan. And you said you do not know whether this com- 
mittee had the purpose of combating communism or not. Did the 
Voice have that as its main project, combating communism / 

Mr. Ausersonois. Asan overall mission? ‘That depends very much 
on the areas. 

The CuHairmMan. I see. In other words, in some areas you would 
say that was the principal mission. In some areas, combating com- 
munism was not the principal mission. 

Mr. Auservsonots. That is right, 

The CHatrmMan. Did the time come . when this Hollywood Coordi- 
nating Committee broke off its relationship with the Voice of America ? 

Mr. Ausersonotis. Yes, si 

The CnatrmMan. And ‘lid they give as a reason the fact that you 
had made contracts with Houseman’s group and that Houseman’s 
group was purchasing, or rather employing, either Communists or 
Communist-line writers to produce the package ¢ 

Mr. Avusersonors. I do not remember that as a reason, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What was the reason ? 

Mr. Aupersonois. To my knowledge, the break between Media and 
the coordinating committee occurred in Hollywood after an inter- 
view with Charlie Chaplin by one of the people working for Mr. 
Houseman. 
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The Cuatrman. Charlie Chaplin was being used by Houseman’s 
group to produce your packages? 

Mr. Aupersonois. No. There was, I believe, one spot to be recorded 
as an interview, and not at our request. The Voice of America had 
not ordered such an interview. 

The Cnairman. Now, will you listen to my question? The ques- 
tion Was: Was Media Corp. -that is, Houseman’s group- -employing 
Chaplin in any capacity to produce the packages which were pur- 
chased by the Voice? 

Mr. Aupersonors. I don’t believe that the word “employing” 1s 
exactly what you mean, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Well, using. 

Mr. Aupersonots. He was interviewed. 

The Cuamman. Were they using him on the air, in the programs ? 

Mr. Ausersonots. They intended, at least—I think that they in- 
tended to interview Charlie Chaplin among other artists. And, when 
they did that, the coordinating committee objected. 

The Cuatrrman. You say “they intended to.” Actually, Chaplin 
helped produce some of the packages, cid he not {— packages delivered 
tothe Voice and paid for by the Voice? 

Mr. Aupersonors. Asa producer, sir? No; 1 don’t think 

The Cuatrman. I do not care how he was used, as a producer, as 
a broadcaster. You understand my question, Mr. Auberjonois? You 
understand that, because we have gone into this with you before. 
You understand that Mr. Chaplin was employed or hired or used, 
call it what you may, in the production of the packages which the 
Voice purchased. Is that true or is that untrue / 

Mr. Aupersonots. Charlie Chaplin was used or was about to be 
used by the contractor, and not on orders of the Voice, sir. 

Phe Cuatrman. Is it true that the Hollywood Coordinating Com- 
mittee broke their relationship with the Voice and made the claim 
that you were using Chaplin and other Communists and pro-Com- 
munists to produce the packages? Was that their claim? I am not 
asking you whether it \.as true or not. I am not asking you whether 
their claim was true, but was that their claim when they broke their 
relationship with you ¢ 

Mr. Avupersonois. I was not on the coast and had nothing to do 
with the arrangements for those programs. I have seen a report that 
said that; yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. So you do know—— 

Mr. Ausrersonots. I do know that one of the reasons given was that 
some of the people employed by Mr. Houseman were either directly 
or indirectly accused. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Mr. Auberjonois, I am having some trouble 
with your name. 

Mr. Avupersonotrs. I don’t blame you, sir. I have, too, sometimes. 

The Cratrman. Is that the correct pronounciation, Auberjonois? 

Mr. Avupersonots. Auberjonois. 

The Cratrman. You know that there is a State Department rule 
against any employee who is in a position to determine who shall 
get a contract having his wife or close relatives work for the con- 
tractor and receive a salary from that contractor; is that right? 

Mr. Avpersonots. I believe there is a rule, which I have seen only 
very recently, that was in the contract, which I never saw when they 
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were signed. And I believe that rule ap plies, or uses the term “di- 
rectly or indirectly in connection with employment.” 

The Cuamman. What was the Voice paying per package, per 
half-hour program ? 

Mr. Av BERJONOIS., Well, there were several series of pac ke ages pro- 
duced by the Voice, or ordered, contracted for. by the Voice, by an 


organization called the Transcribed Programs Project. And I believe 
that the first series—as I say, I have not negotiated the contracts, or 
do not know the terms of the contract, but the figures varied between 


pvOO per half hour and, I believe, $1,200 for the second series. 

The Cratrman. In other words, the second series was costing about 
S500 more per package than the first series: 1s that correct ? 

Mr. Aupersonors. I don’t know, sir, exactly the figures of these 
packages. ‘They were established by the Transcribed Programs Proj- 
ect tand the nr by the ( Yverseas Services Section. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Auberjonois, do you know that when the sec- 
ond series was purchased by the Voice the price increased by approxi- 
mately $250 per package ? 

Mr. Ausersonors. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Did we not tell you to check on that, the last time 
you were before this committee / 

Mr. Ausersonors. That was on Saturday, sir. I have had no access 
to any of the files, which are in a section to which I have never 
belonged. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, the second contract was made on the 6th of 
March 1952. Is that correct ? 

Mr. At BERJONOLS, The second 

The Cuatrman. The second contract with Media; Houseman’s 
group. 

Mr. Aupersonois. May I check, sir? 

The Cuarrman. Certainly. 

Mr. Ausersonors. I do not have that date on any of the papers 
I have. 

The Cuatrman. In any event, you know it was in early March of 
1952 ¢ 

Mr. Ausersonots. I would not know when the contracts were signed, 
sir, anyway. 

The CuHatrrMan. Counsel informs me it was March 6. 

When did your wife fo on the payroll of Me dia? ¢ 

Mr. Aupersonors. My wife never went on the payroll of Media, sir. 

The Cuamman. When did she start getting paid from Media’ 

Mr. Ausersonois. My wife worked as a freelancer, without any 
contract, or even any agreement to work with Media, on a pure ‘ly per- 
sonal arrangement with Mr. Houseman as a writer, and received some 
money for that contract or, if you can correct the record, for that 
agreement. 

The Cyatrman. Did you get my question? The question was: 
When did she first start receiv Ing pay! 2 

Mr. Avupersonots. I believe it is in May or June of 1951. 

The Cuarrman. When did she first start to work for Media, pro- 
duce material for Media, for which she was finally paid in May ? 

Mr. Avsersonots. I believe it wasin April, sir, or in March. I don’t 
remember. 
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The Cuarrman. It was in March or April? 

Mr. Aurersonois. Yes: I think so. I don’t remember the dates 
exactly. 

The Cuarrman. Well, now, you told us the other day it was in 
March. Do you have any reason to have changed that 4 

Mr. At BERJONOIS No. Bir: because I did not check any records. 
I have no aecess to them. 

The Cuairman. In other words, you made this contract, or the 
Voice made the contract. with Media, on March 6, and she started to 
produc e work for Media in March, or April, you say. Is that meht? 

Mr. Aunervonors. I think it is later than March. 

Phe CuatrrMan. Now, how much per package did she get / 

Mr. At BERJONOIS, She recelve al. ] believe. S20 for half hour script, 
and I must add that there never was any secret ibout it. It was com 


nletely open 


The CHAIRMAN. Now, Is it correct that you were In a position to 
appl re oO] disapprove oft the pr kages being purchased, 1) a position 
to take- part in the decision as to who would get the contract ? 

Mr Ausersonors. No; I think that is not the way I would put it, 
sir. ‘There was a whole organization with people specialized in that 
| 


KI} d ot wol k, who had full know le dge of all contractors and bidders, 
which I did not have. and full access to all the information, that I did 
not have either. 

Phe Crarman. Did you pass upon the product, before the con- 
tract was made? 
Mr. Auspersonors. Editorially. 
Che CHarrRMan. Senator Symington had a question. 
Senator Symrineron. Did you know that your wife was doing this 


Mr. Aunersonors. Yes, sir. Absolutely. I did. 

Che Cramman. We have before us a memorandum, which I would 
like to have you glance at. This apparently is a purported copy of a 
contract, is it, Mr. Counsel ? 

Mr. COHN. This 1s a memorandum supplied to us by the Voice of 
America 1n New York from the file on the Meclia contract, regard- 
ing a submission of proposed financial statement by Media for pay- 
ment by the Voice of America. 

Che Cuatrman. This was marked approved by Fernand Auber- 


JONOIS., Lam FoOlINng to hand it to you and ask you if you can identify it. 
\f 


Ir. Auprersonots. Is there a signature on this document, sir? 

Phe CuarrMan, I just asked you what you can tell us about it. 

Mr. Aupersonors. I don’t know. 

The CHatrmMan. Do you know anything about it? It is marked 
approved by you and was supplied by the State Department, I believe. 
Is that correct ? 

Ir. Coun. From the Voice of America, from the ofticial file. 

Mr. Ausersonors. I think the contractor’s name is at the top of this 
document, sir, Gillespie S. Evans, for Michael Ries. 

The CrHamman. Yes. 

Mr. Ausersonors. These were the people who have always had re- 
ility for contracts, and are no longer with the Voice. 

The Cnatrman. Mr. Auberjonois, the question is, Do you recognize 
that document? Do you recall having approved that particular trans- 
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Mr. Ausersonois. I cannot Say that I have approved this do ument 5 
no, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Will you read the language on the bottom of the 
document and see if that sounds familiar to you? Read it out loud. 

Mr. AuBerJoNnots (reading) : 

No full-time or part-time member of the Department of State may be employed 
for renruneration in the production of these shows. If the services of any De 
partment of State employee are to be purchased, the employee will be remunerated 
by the Department of State with the necessary downward revision in the budget 
to be made, 

The Cuairman. Whit is the date of that ’ 

Mr. Aupersonois. That document is dated June 30,1951. That is 
not the second series of shows. 

The CHairmman. So that as early is June 30, 1951, did you know that 
it was a violation of State Department rules to have your wife paid 
by the contractor whom the Voice hired / 

May I see that again ? 


i , 1°} 1 
Mr. LUBERJ NOIS, I would first | e to r, the original docu 
‘ j j | 4 | } 
ment, to see whether i have actually approve i would like also to 
l ] { 2 - 
find out where the gentlemen who were in « rve of tha ranseribed 


program project are at this time. 
The CHairmMan. Mr. Auberjonois, lam jus terested now in know 


Ing whether at the time vou were o tting t! rhe from Houseman’s 
group you ki ew 1t was a vi wlon of state Ly parti nt regulations. 


Kor that reason I handed you this document dated May 5, 1951, with 
this language: 


No full time or part-til nember of the Department of State may be emploved 
for remuneration in the production of these shows. If the services of . 
partment of State enmployee to be purchased, the employee will be remune d 
by the Department of State with the necessary downw i revisi f the budget 





to be made, 


/ 


Were vou aware of that rule? 
Mr. Aupersonots. I don’t believe I was aware of that rule at that 
time, but ] know that it did not apply, defi tely did not ipply, to 
work by my wife, who was not a full-time employee. 
The Cuarrman. Did you aid your wife in producing these various 
pack: oes ¢ In writing the script ¢ 

Mr. Auzersonois. No; my wife can take care of seript pretty well. 

The Cuarrman. Did you, or did you not ? 

Mr. Avupersonot. I have aided in the production and writing of 
every script of that series, sir, for absolut ly no remuneration W 
soever, 

The Cuairman. So that you aided your wife in producing these 
scripts ? , : 

Mr. Aunersonots. To a very minor extent, to the extent that she 
would let me. 

The Cuamrman. And your wife got paid for that? 

Mr. Ausersonois. My wife got paid for the work she did. 

The CHamrMan. So you say you would not consider this any viola- 
tion of the State Depart: vent rule, the fact that v« u helped her write 
a script, and she got paid for it, and the State Department said you 
could not get paid for it ¢ 

Mr. AY BERJONOIS, I think that she can take full credit for thes ‘ript. 

The CHarrman. O, K. Now, Mr. Auberjonois, do you think the 
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cla m ot the Hollvwood ( oordinating Committee Was well founded 
when they broke of] relations with the Voice because they claimed 
that this corporation you were using, Media, was using Communist 
and fellow travelers to produce the work’ Or do you think that was 
not a well-founded claim ? 

Mr. Auspersonois. I am not sure that that was the claim, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Well, now, you said that you saw the mi morandum., 

Mr. Aupersonors. I saw a memorandum. 

Che CHairman. What was the claim in the memorandum ¢ 

Mr. Ausersonots. The claim in the memorandum, I believe, was the 
use made of the Charlie Chaplin interview, or the cont icting of Charlie 
Chaplin for a broadeast intended to be included in a package program, 

Phe CHamman. In other words, you say their only objection was to 
Charlie Chaplin ¢ 

Mr. MiIGDAL. We h ive the record here, { you W sh) to consult it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. \uberjonois, did they not object to the cor- 
poration it elf because of the large number of Communists and Com- 
mul t-front connections some of the members had ¢ 

Mr. Ausersonois. I don’t think so, sir. 

Mr. Coun. The objection was specifically to Mr. Houseman and the 
number of Communist fronts to which he belonged. 

Mr. Aunersonor. I don’t see anything on that in the only memo- 
randum I have ever seen on it. 

he Cuairman. May I see that memorandum ? 

Mr. Auberjonois, you hand me a memorandum from Alfred Puhan. 
Do you have any memorandum from the Hollywood Coordinating 
Committee ¢ 

Mr. Auprersonors. No, sir. 

Che CuHarman. You do not? 

Mr. Avusersonots. I do not think I have. 

‘| he CHAIRMAN. And In any eve nt, after this Holly wood Coordinat- 
ino Committee objected, the contract with Media was canceled ? 

Mr. Avupersonois. That is right, sir, yes. 

The CuatrmMan. How many packages had they produced in the 
series when the contract was canceled 4 

Mr. Aunersonots. I don’t know. I believe it was three. But, again, 
I was not in any of the conversations or discussions that took place 
at that time. This was a transcribed programs series in the Overseas 
mervices section. 

Phe CuatrMan. Now, your wife did not work on the production 
of al \ of the packages under the first ser es, Is that correct 4 

Mr. Aupersonors. No, sir. 

The CHAatrMan. She worked on the second series of packages, at 
p200 per p ickage / 

Mr. Aupersonotis. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The contract was canceled after three ? 

Mr. Ausersonots. No, that was the third series you are referring 
to. Iamsorry. That was canceled. The second series was produced 
and distributed and played. 

The Cramman, In any event, your testimony is that you received 
a total of $750? ; ; 

Mr. Aupersonors. That is correct, sir. 

The CuArman. Will you tell us what part you took—— 
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Mr. AupEersoné is. I believe that income-tax return was to be intro- 
duced as an exhibit, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, upon your counsel’s request, and if you want 
It introduced, it will be received 

(‘The income tax return referred to was marked “Exhibit No. ¢ ye 
and may be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 


Phe Cuarmman. Mr. Auberjonois, will you tell us what, if any, con- 
versations or negotiations you had leading up to 1 5s contract 1 


the Houseman group ? 
Mr. \t BERJONOIS, \W th the se ond ser1es, sir 4 Whatever dist us 


sions I have had could o ly be complete ly informal and would bear 


very lhttle weight, I think, on any decision by an organization that 
was set up to draft contracts and d scuss them. | evel it at meet- 
Ing with representatives of Media Productions and of the Department 
to discuss terms of contracts, | dao not think | would have known, 


actually, what the domestic rates were in either studios or actors. I 


! 


was primarily an editor and a writer. 

The CHairnman. You were head of the French desk ? 

Mr. Auservonors. I was the editor in chief of the French desk; yes, 
sir. 

The CHatrrman. Known as t! head, as the boss? 


Mr. Auspersonois. But not in charge of that type of budget or that 
type of work at all. 

The CuHarrMan. Well, you were the final word on the French desk, 
were you not? 

Mr. Aupersonors. Not on everything, sir; oh, no. 

The CuatrmMan. Well, who else was on the French desk who super 
seded you? Who onthe French desk outranked you 4 





Mr. Aupersonots. Outranked me in terms of administrative wi ? 

The CuatmrMaAn, Oh, work of any kind. 

Mr. Ausprersonots. All administration was handled centrally at a 
| whnel echelo I 

The CHamrman. Was there a ne « he J desk who ec | 
be considered your | or wi i the b on t | desk ? 

Mi \UBI TON is. L was the ed rin < { I I was ft hos 
But not in1 tters of admu ration i { Ct ty] Tt contract 
cid not co der the bud: of the Fren ! if : ti} 


l e 
The Cuamman. But insofar as the French desk was concerned. you 
were the top man? 

Mr. Aupersonots. I was the top man on anything that concerned 
policy, programing, pe rsonnel, b it not what I would refer to as ad 
ministration or finances. 

The CuatrmMan. You said you had very little to do with this con- 
tract. Do you mean that the product that went out over the air from 
the French desk was ordered, produced, without your having first 
approved it? 

Mr. Avsersonois. No; no. I took responsibility for editorial and, 
to a certain extent, production supervision. 

The Cratmman. So that, before any product would be purchased, 
before any package would be purchased, you would have to look 
it over and either put your stamp of approval on itor not. Right? 

Mr. Avupersonots. Well, I think the bidding was done in the fol- 
lowing way, sir. The bidders made recordings, which were not identi- 
fied, and which were listened to by a group of people as to production. 
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The Cuamman. Mr. Auberjonois, will you listen to my question? 
Did you or did you not approve the packages before they were pur- 
chased? In other words, if I came in to m: a a contract to produce 
material for the French desk, and I would submit material, were you 
or were you not the man who would examine that material, listen 
to the broadcasts, and decide whether they were acceptable or not? 

Mr. Aupersgonois. Yes. sir. But the contract was signed by that 
time, as far as I know. 

The Cuaimman. In other words, the contract would be signed be- 
fore you had a chance to approve the material ? 

Mr. Avnersonots. I think that is the way it went, sir; although, as 


] say, I have not. for the inst md second series al le ist, seen anything 
that looked like a contract. I know they exist, and I know they were 
Ss oned. And ] belheve | have a memorandum aia states that a 
contract was oned after a test reco} ling was made: 

After a half-hour test show in French and German was auditioned and ap- 
proved | the respectir desk we proceeded to pur hase 
that is Mr. Ross and Mr. Rie 
to purel e from tl gency a { of 25 half-hour di t shows in French 
and ¢ ’ 

I believe t] it this was an overall contra i 


The Cuatmman. Now, will you try and listen to my question again ¢ 
Before the pur hase was made, did you have the opportunity to ap 


prove or disapprove the product ? 

Mr. AvuBERJONOIS. Ti tened to t ts, ves, sir; from various bidders. 

The Cnamman. That was be fo re the pure] ase was made? 

Mr. Avpersonots. Tl is Vl cht. 

The CHatrmMan, I tho a 1 understood you to say that you did 
that after the contract was ~— 

Mr. At BERJONOIS, No; f ‘or the first series. The first time all bidders 
put n their claim 

The ChatrmMan. Mr. . ube rjonois, this is a very simple question, I 
think. You were head of t » French desk. You were about to pur- 


chase a sizable number of half hour broadcasts. My question is sim- 
ply this: Did you, as head of the French desk, p lace your stamp of 
approval upon those ieiadinn sts for the corporation before the pur 
chase was made? 

Mr. Avunersonors. I Pp laced my amp of ; i_pproval on the product, 
but not on the firm. about which I — ew nothing. 

The Cuarmrman. In other words, you said that this product is what 
we want? 

Mr. Aupergonois. I said that compared with the others that we 
had he ard—other bidders were acce pte dd, too, ine ide ntally ; there were 
other producers—that that was the best. And it was. There is no 
doubt as to the quality or the talent of Mr. Houseman as a producer, 
L be lieve. 

The CuHatrman. Did you, before placing your stamp of approval, 
try to learn anythi ng abou it the producer ¢ 

Mr. Aupersonors. Well, I knew him only through his reputation 
asa producer. I believe that at present he is engaged in producing on 
the coast. 

The CHarmman. Will you try and stick to the question? The ques- 


tion is: As well as plac ing your stamp of approval on the product, 
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did you try to learn something about the producer? Did you want 
to know, for example, whether he was a member of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mr. Ausersonors. No, sir. 

The CHatrman. You did not care? 

Mr. Ausersonois. I was mainly interested in the product, and I 
don’t believe I had the means to find out whether the producer was— 
And T also understand it was not my job, besides. 

The CHamMAN. Are you not aware of the fact that there is an 
order to the effect that when you purchase piecemeal there must be 
security clearance? Were you aware of that ? 

Mr. AUBERJONOIS. No. SIr. | don’t believe there is such an order. 

The CuHatrrmMan. You do not think there is such an order ? 

Mr. Avupersonois. Purchasing piecemeal did not require security 
clearance at the Voice of Amet ica, except if it were done on a recut 
rent basis, or a recurring basis. That means 4 or 5 times a month. 
Then a request would come in for a security check or a security 
clearance. 

The CuatrmMan. Did you know that Houseman participated in a 
number of Communist fronts ? 

Mr. Auperyonors. I did not, sir. 

The CHarrMan. When did you first learn that ? 

Mr. Ausersonors. I have heard subsequently that Mr. Houseman, 
at a certain time of his hfe, had been connected with organizations. 
But I had no reason to probe into the matter at that time. I was 
not in charge of that type of probe anyway. 

The CHAIRMAN. How well were you acquainted with him? 

Mr. Acpersonois. How well ? 

The CHarMan. Yes. 

Mr. Aupersonots. I would say not half as well as the people who 
actually signed the contracts with him, sir. 

The CHarMan. That means nothing at all to me. 

Mr. AvusBersonots. That means that Mr. Houseman had been in 
OWI, and I had never been in OWI. Actually, I had been in Gov- 
ernment exactly 5 months when these contracts were signed. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Auberjonois, tell me how well you are ac- 
quainted with Houseman ? 

Mr. Avzervonotrs. I know Houseman, and I have known him mainly 
since 1951. I have seen him, I would say, 14 times in all. I know 
him now pretty well. 

The CHamman. Does he live next to you? 

Mr. Avupersonois. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrrMan. How long has he lived there? 

Mr. Aupersonots. He has lived there, I assume, since approximately 
1942. 

The CHarrman. Did you not suggest to him that he could do this 
work for the Voice ? 

Mr. Avupersonois. I may have mentioned the fact that package 
programs were being made at the Voice. casually, but I believe that 
he was notified officially through the regular channels. I believe I 
have a copy of that order that went out, which I found only recently. 

The CHamman. Now, did you have any other business dealings 
with Houseman ? 
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Mr. Aupersonors. I never had any business dealings personally with 
Hlouseman, or Media. As I told the committee—and I believe I 
brought all the facts to the committee myself—my wife is in the real- 
) many other things. And I be- 


estate bu ness, mn addition to dome 
ie gvotas a 


lieve I gave to the committee a figure of $60 or $70, which sl 


broker on the deal on the Houseman house on the rental for a summer. 
t] rough her employer. But it had no connection W ith either Media 
rthe Department It We} i purely personal, pris ite affair. 


The Cuarmman. Did you ever tell anyone else in the Voice about 
the fact that he was vour close neighber and a good friend, and that 
that would aid in working out a close relationsh p if a contract were 
made with the House) ian firm / 

Mr. Avunersonors. The first part of the statement is certainly cor- 
rect, 1 [ he was a close nelehbor. Ile was not i close {1 end. and that 


would not have influenced me in any way, sir, since I did not sign the 


The CHarrMaAn. I am going to give you a contract to refresh your 
recollection. When vou get through reading t, will you hand it back 
to me? ' 

Mr. AuBersonots. Who is that from ? 

Phe Cuamman, I understand Senator Cooper is here. 
ye wo ld like to have you come up and sit as a member of the 
committee, Senator. 

Senator Cooper. Thank you very much 

The CHatrman. May I have that, when you get through reading 

} 

Mr. Aupersonors. I did not say that, sir. 

Che Cuarrman. I did not ask you any question, I just handed you 
that 

Mr. Acrersonors. I didn’t make any statement there. I was 
que ted () | Wasl t evel quoted. Somebody salid———— 

Phe Cramman. The question is: Did you tell anyone in the Voice 


that Houseman was a friend, a neighbor, and that the friendship and 
his being a neighbor of yours would help in working out a close 
onship if the contract were gviven him ¢ 


Mi A UBERJONOIS. I cannot im ovine saying that a close relationship 
vould facilitate a contract. 

The CuatrmMan, Let me ask you this. As of today, do you think 
that it was wise to have elven a contract to Houseman ? Would you 
do it over ag@ain é 

Mr. Aurersonors. Well. sir. I cannot feel any bad conscience about 
ontracts, because, as I said, it is still a mystery to me how the organi- 

ation that was in charge of these contracts has so mysteriously disap- 
peared. I believe it is a case of buck passing. 

\s to the propriety of doing any writing indirectly, through my 
wife, | would say that I wouldn’t do it now. But I did not feel it 
to be i proper, and I don’t feel it to be improper. 

Phe CoarrMan. Do you think it was improper to give a contract to 
a man with a list of Communist-front connections, who was also so 
objectionable to the Hollywood Coordinating Committee that they 
broke off relationships with you because of the type of people he was 
using to produce the shows? 

Mr. Aunersonots. Sir, I don’t think that youn—— 


. 
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The CuHamMan. In other words, using hindsight for the time being, 
do vou think that this contract should have been given to Houseman’s 
group ? . 

Mr. Aupersencis. Asa producer, ves,sir. If he wasa controversial 
character, then I should have been told by the organization that is in 
charge of that kind of investigation, because I do not xeep track of 
these things. 

The CHarrmMan. Now, is it correct that you have ort 
anti-Communist material be disseminated over the French networks 
which were being used by the Voice / 

Mr. AuBersonors. Absolutely untrue, sir. 

The CHarrMan. You have not ? 

Mr. Aupersonois. I have a large number of memorandums showing 
exactly what my position was in relation to an information program to 
a friendly country, which is France. 

The Cuatrman. Did you ever say that you did not want any ob 
vious Communist propaganda to be used over the French network? 

Mr. Ausersonots. | believe that any propaganda that is obvious 
sir, is propag randa that is already lost. 

The Cuairman. The question is: Did you ever order your desk 
not to use any obvious Communist propaganda over the French net- 
work which was used by the Voice 

Mr. Avubrersonors. Obvious anti ( ommunist, sir 4 

The CHarrMANn. Obvious anti-Communist. 

Mr. AUBERJONOIS. I am SOrry. No, I believe that. if I may be al- 
lowed not to evade the question but to make it clearer, from my point 
of view, the point of view of the propagandist, we had a problem. 
The problem was that we were not broadcasting over our own facil- 
ities. We were broadcasting over the facilities of a friendly govern- 
ment, that allowed us to make these broadcasts, provided they were 
cultural, informational, and to a certain extent poli tical. These agree- 
ments exist. And we have so far protec ted them, sir. 

Senator Symineton. I do not want to risk using your name. Can 
I ask you when you came to this country / 

Mr. Ausersonois. I came in 1933, sir. 

Senator SyMINGTON. 1933? 

Mr. Aupergonors. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineton. And where were you born / 

Mr. Avuspersonots. I was born in Switzerland. 

ao SyminctTon. In Switzerland. 

Mr. AusBersonots. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symincron. And when did you _ the Voice ? 

Mr. Avupersonors. I joined the Voice in 1948, sir. 

Senator Symineaton. In 1948. 

Mr. AuBersonors. Yes, sir. I was transferred from NBC, with the 
nongovernmentals, as we called them. 

Senator Symineton. When did you first meet this Mr. Houseman ? 

Mr. Avupersonots. Mr. Houseman I met very briefly in 1944, when 
I was on leave from the Army, coming back from North Africa, and 
before going over to Normandy, and I saw him for 5 minutes at that 
time. That was the first time I met him. 

Senator Symineton. And when did you first find out that he had 
Communist background ¢ 


lered that no 
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Mr. Aupersonots. I never knew it, I think, and I do not know it 
for sure, I must say. I have never heard of anything like that until 
probably 2 years ago, or a year ago. 

Senator SyMinatron. A year ago? 

Mr. Aupergonors. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. But you still worked with him after you found 
that out? 

Mr. Aunersonois. No, sir. I was not working with him. He was 
contracting with the Government. 

Senator SYMINGTON. I see. 

Mr. Aupersonors. He was not in the unit. He was on the outside. 
He was a producer. 

Senator Symineron. Did you te 1 anybody about it after you found 
out shied his background? Did vou tell anybody about it, from the 
standpoint of having him eliminated from this work? 

Mr. Ausersonors. He had eliminated himself already then, sir. 

Senator Symineron. By that time? 

Mr. Avupersonors. Yes. 

Senator Symineron. I see. 

senator Nin NDT. When did you become | eitizen ¢ 

Mr. Aunersonots. I became a citizen, sir, in 1942, at the request of 
the Army. 

Mr. Miepat. Mr. Chairman, may we offer a prepared statement with 
respect to this matter to the members of the committee? And after 
the hearing, with the permission of the chairman and the commit- 
tee, may we circulate the statement to the press ¢ 

The CiarrmMan. May I say you do not need the permission of the 
committee to circulate any material to the press. I hope that day 
does not come. } ou can ove the press anything you care to. 

Senator Munpr. In fact, you can circulate it. It does not carry the 
imprimatur of the committee on it. 

The CuatrmMan. I have not read it, but you may circulate any state- 
ment you care to. 

Mr. Micpau. The first statement distributed this morning covered 
only matters gone into in open hearing. I have here another state- 
ment covering matters brought up in closed hearings. I wanted to be 
pre pare d to furnish something to the committee on that. 

Che Cuarrman. Both statements will be marked and received. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibit No. 21” and may 
be ee in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Senator Munpr. These broadcasts in French you talk about: do we 
pay for those, or does the Frene . Government give them to us ors atis ? 
Are there counterpart funds, or how is that handled 4 

Mr. Ausersonots. No; the facilities are paid for, the transmission 
costs are paid for, by the United States Government, but that is relayed 
over 22 stations, medium-wave stations, by the French Government, 
as a service. 

Senator Munpr. Do they get any counterpart funds for that? 

Mr. Ausersonors. They have received, I believe, some counterpart 
funds indirectly for equipment. 

Senator Munpr. You indicate that they exercise a sort of a direct 
or indirect censorship of the program. 

Mr. Avpersonots. No, sir; I wouldn’t use the word “censorship.” 
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Senator Munpr. I say “indirect.” I do not mean that they censor 
every script, but they set up certain criteria. 

Mr. Ausersonors. Yes, sir. The criteria are those of the network, 
just as if CBS or NBC were relaying every night, 6:30 to 7, a half 
hour from France. They would specify the type of program they 
want. And they probably would specify that they do not want an 
overdose of propaganda. 

Senator Munpr. Are those the only programs for which you were 
responsible, going into France, those produced on a gratuity basis? 

Mr. Auspersonotis. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. You also projected some direct, by shortwave? 

Mr. Aupersonotis. Well, I have had my differences of opinion with 
the Department on this, on this point. I have felt that we would 
never be able to explain our position at home if we did not have facili- 
ties to reach Western Europe without going through a foreign gov- 
ernment. I have made that request in 1950. 1 have made it in 1951. 
And I have made it in 1952. 

Senator Munpt. Do we not have such facilities now / 

Mr. Avsersonots. I would not call them satisfactory; no, sir. The 
other programs have been eliminated, subseq ently, ana all we have 
how 1s the half hour, very Use I il In a sense a i ip to a point, over 
the French network. 

Senator Munpr. In other words, the only programs we are how 
beaming to France are those which fit the pattern of these criteria ! 

Mr. Aupersonots. That is right. And that is one of the things, 


1 1 


one of the questions I have raised, which | believe is under study. 





I do not know what has been done about it. 

The CHatrMan. May I ask one question ¢ Mr. \uberjonois, have 
you ever cleared anyone on the basis that they were vouched for by 
Houseman ? 

Let me rephrase the question. After the Holly wood Coordinating 
Committee broke with the Voice because they claimed Houseman was 
a Communist-fronter employ ing men like Chaplin and others to pro- 
duce the show, after that, did you ever clear any employees because 
they were vouched for by Houseman / 

Mr. AUBERJONOIS. Sir, ] believe clearance is an FBI function. I 
probably didn’t get the question. 

The CHarrRMAN. Well, now, you just got through telling us in the 
package shows they needed ho security clearance. 

Mr. Avupersonots. No; I wouldn’t give it to them anyway. 

The CHatrMAN. So there was not an FBI function there, was there ? 

Mr. Aunersonors. That wouldn't be my function. I don’t know 
whose function is was. 

The CuHatrMan. Well, did you ever give anyone approval, in writ- 
ing, on the ground Houseman had vouched for them, after Houseman 
was publicly exposed ? 

Mr. Aupersonots I may have. I don’t remember any such case, 
but I may very well have. 

The CHarrMan. Would that not be a very unusual clearance, to 
clear them because a man had been exposed as a Communist-fronter, 
having hired Communist writers—clear them because he had approved 
them ¢ 
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Mr. Aupersonors. I would not clear them, sir. I would maybe 
and | do not remember th it case recommend them. But they would 
still have to be cleared. 

The CnarrMan. In other words, you may have recomm« nded some 
1 ple bes ' e House) an had approved them ¢ 
~ Mr. At BERJONOIS. That would not be the o1 ly reason I would 
th nk that there won ld be a questio of qualification. Kiven if Mr 


| | 1) "yy ory ne 
H useman recommended omebody to me, I would first try and find 
out how that man could improve our output, w! ether he Is a qualified 


broadeaster or a qualified writer. And secondly, I would put him 
through clearance. which would be done through the FBI, and he 
would be either accepted or turned down. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Auberjonois, you just got through telling us 
that there was no FBI clearance, no security clearance, in the case of 
the package shows. So. how could you put him through the FBI? 
Was it not solelv a case of your saying, “This man Is all right.” or 


“He is not all right” ? 

Mr. Ausersonots. Oh, for package shows? As an actor? Or as 

a writer é ] don’t know the case. ] have recommenced many people, 
ith, a rather low percentage of waste. I don’t know the case 
you me ar a ir. 

The CuatrmMan,. I just — | you whether you know whether or 
not you recommended anyone for employment on a package program 
because they had been c ae 1 by Houseman after he had been exposed. 
If you do not know, tell me. 

Mr. Aupersonots. I don’t know that case, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. You do not know ? 

Mr. Ausnersonors. No, si 

The CHatmrman. Getting back to this French broadcast, we broke 
off in the middle of it. About two-thirds of your Voice efforts in 
France are disseminated over the French Broadcasting System ; is 
that right / 

Mr. Ausersonots. Now, the totality, si 

The CuHatrrMan. Pardon ? 

Mr. Aupersonors. The whole thing now, sir. That is all we have. 

The Cuarrman. Roughly, how much did you spend per year on the 
French program, while you were head of the desk? 

Mr. - nERJONOIS. IT have found the answer to that problem, sir. 

The Cuatrman. You have found the answer now. Good. 

Mr. enna an It is still a partial answer, and the cost was 
$8,000 per month for that one program. 

No. Sorry. Correction. For a full hour a day. That is $8,000 
multip lied by 12. 

The Cuarrman. The other day we asked you how much you spent 
a year, and you did not have any ide 

Mr. Avusersonois. Well, I couldn’t have a very good idea, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. Is it your testimony that you now have checked, 
and you find the entire Voice program for France cost $8,000 a month? 

Mr. Avpersonors. That is still not an official figure, sir, because 
Saturday and Sunday the files were closed, and I have not been able 
to get this figure. But I figured it out on the basis of roughly the num- 
ber of writers, what I knew a producer was worth, fac ilities in a ve ery 
general sense. The only thing I don’t know is what is centralized 
administratively, which never comes under a unit budget. 
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The Cuarrman. When you left the French desk, when you were pro 
moted, or, as one of the witnesses said, removed to a h coher posit on, 
you were producing a half hour show per day. Is that right‘ 

Mr. Aupersonots. No; at that time, sir, we were still producing ow 
hour per day. 

The CuHarmman. How many men were employed to produce that 


hour show ¢ 

Mr. Aunersonors. Well, an hour divided into three different pro 
grams— 

The CuatrMan. How many men were employed on the French desk 
to produce that hour show ? 

Mr. Aupersonots. I believe 17, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is full time ?/ 

Mr. Auspersonots. Full time, yes, sir. 

The CHairnman. And how many part time / How many part-time 
employees ? 

_ Avupersonois. None that I know of at that time. That means 
w.a.e., When actually employed, as part time. 

T ars SHAIRMAN. Were there any besides the 17 people 

Mr. AUBERJONOIS. Yes, there were contributors on the script basis. 

The CHarrMan. They were paid for that, I assume / 

Mr. Ausersonors. The ‘y were paid for that; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I am trying to find out how many men contributed 
to produce that hour show, call them what you may. 

Mr. Aupersonors. This was established as a standard in the Voice; 
SO — minutes, so many people. 

The CHamman. Can you tell me how many men were employed 
to produce that hour show? I am not trying to “ew you. Lam 
just trying to get some information here. As head of the desk, you 
should know how many men were employed under you. 

Mr. Av BERJONOIS. I gave you the figure of 17, si 

The Cuarrman, All mght. How many other ential How many 
script writers ¢ 

Mr. AvuBersonots. Oh, those were the script writers. Those were 
script writers, announcers, secretaries, everything. 

The CHatrman, All right. 

Mr. Aupersonots. Including myself. 

The CHamman. Who else got some money for doing some work in 
connection with the hour program? How many other people? 

Mr. AuBersonois. An average of about six per month, on a once-a- 
week basis. ‘ 

The CuHarmman. Yes? An average of six per month on a once-a- 
week basis. That is very clear. Now go ahead. How many more 
people ? 

Mr. Aunersonots. That is all. 

The CHarrMan. In other words, you had 17 full-time people and 
6 that contributed ? 

Mr. Avusergonors. A script a week, yes, generally speaking. 

The Cuamman. Have you had experience in radio broadeasting 
before ? 

Mr. Ausersonots. Yes, sir. 
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The Carman. Do you think that that is a reasonable number 
of people to produce an hour’s program? Or is it too many? Or is 
the number too low ? 

Mr. Aurrersonois. Well, sir, I don’t believe that you can apply a rule 
of thumb onthat. The half hour on the French network was a network 
program, which—— 

The Cuairman. Can you tell me now whether that was too many 
people, or not enough, or just about the right number to produce that 
program ¢ 

Mr. Ausersonots. For that type of program, it was just enough. 
Had we changed the type of program, it would have been too many. 

The Cuarman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Ausersonots. Had we made it short wave, without any produc- 
tion, or with very little production, it would have been too many, 

The CHamrman. Did you ever give an order that there would be no 
obviou anti-Commuw ist propagan da us sed over the French broad- 
casting facilities which the Voice was using? 

Mr. Aunersonots. I have always given orders that there should be 
no obvious propaganda, sir. But “anti Communist” did not come into 
the question. 

The Cuatmrman. The other day in executive session we tried to find 
out what you meant by “obvious,” and I believe you finally said by 
“obvious” you meant what could be detected as anti-Communist propa 
ganda. Is that the correct definition ? 

Mr. Aunersonors. I think it is not quite as simple as that, sir. 1 
would like to develop it, if In ay. 

The Cuamman. You may develop it as much as you like. I would 
like to know what you mean by that. 

Mr. Ausersonors. What I mean is if there are two ways, or three, or 
four, of attacking Communists in a friendly country. I do not mean 

[ron Curtain country. One of the worst ways is to do it with the 
national label of a foreign government on our propag randa. That is, 
if we go and attack the Communists in France wearing our own coat 
of arms, this will not, at any time, be se ete propaganda. The 
Soviets have infiltrated the Communist movement—or rather, the 
Communists are doing everything under the guise of or under the pro- 
tection of the French flag. They are Frenchmen against Frenchmen. 
We come as Americans against French Communists. And I don’t 
think I want to develop in open sessions my ideas about propaganda 
against the Communists in free areas, because I might be indiscreet, 
but I would like to leave it at that, that we cannot fight from where 
we are. Either we fight in close contact, or we don’t try and do it 
through these media, that are not adapted to phychological warfare. 

The Cratrman. I would still like to know what you mean by “ob- 
vious.” Do you mean propaganda that would appear to be Commu- 
nist to the average listener? I am not criticizing you. I am trying 
to find out what you have been doing over there. 

Mr. Auprersonots. Oh, no, sir. I am not on the defensive at all, 

I assure you, about propaganda. 

The Cuatrman. What did you mean by “obvious”? You put out 
an order that there shall be no obvious anti-Communist propaganda 
over the French radio facilities to be used by the Voice. We went 
nto great length the other day to find out what — meant by obvious 
and anti-Communist propaganda. As I recall, I asked you, do you 
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mean obvious to an expert, or do you mean obvious to the average 
citizen listening to the program? I would like to know now what you 
mean by that ban, when you said, “Do not use any obvious anti-Com- 
munist propaganda.” 

Mr. Ausersonots. That is propaganda that 1s too obviously propa- 
ganda. I think the French people, our audience, is about the most 
skeptical and the most adverse, or the least prepared to accept propa- 
ganda in any form. 

The CuatrmMan. Would that ban prevent obvious criticism of com- 
munism ? 

Mr. Aupersonors. No; it would not. And in our files a real study 
of our output will show that there is plenty of that. 

The Cuatrman. In other words, you say that they could obviously 
criticize communism and Communists. Is that correct ? 

Mr. Ausersonots. We have criticized the Communists. 

The CuHatrmMan. No; the question is as to this order of yours: Did 
you mean that they could openly criticize international communism 
and Communists, or did you mean they could not ? 

Mr. Avpersonors. The difference is this, sir, to my mind. And I 
may be wrong. We can attack Soviet Russia, Russian communism, 
the Cominform, but the moment we go against French communism, 
over the facilities of the French Government, we are automatically 
interfering in the affairs of a foreign country. And I don’t believe 
that we are successful in doing it that way. If we have our own 
facilities, that is a different problem. And I have always recom- 
mended that. 

The CuHarrman. In other words, you say with our own radio sta- 
tions it would be all right to attack communism in France, 

Mr. Ausersonois. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Over the French network, though, you could not 
do it? 

Mr. Aupergonots. Over the French network, I would choose not 
to cto it. 

The Cuatrman. And you have chosen not to do it? 

Mr. Aupersonots. I have chosen not to do it, by agreement, and 
based on a large number of directives and evidence, which I would 
like to introduce, but it is a little bit bulky. 

The CuatrMan. By agreement with whom? 

Mr. Aupersonors. There has been an agreement between the French 
Government and the United States Government to the effect that 
these facilities were going to be used for cultural programs, informa- 
tion, general information, technical, scientific, projection of America, 
how America lives. 

The Cuatrman. I think Senator McClellan has a question. 

Senator McCuieiian. That is all right. Go on. 

The CuHatrman. May I just develop one other question? I get in 
trouble with these names. Is it Marcelle Henry? 

Mr. Avusersonots. Yes, sir. She was employed by me. 

The Cuarrman. Did you know that it was general rumor around 
your desk that she was pro-Communist, anti-American ? 

Mr. Aupersonots. There have been so many rumors around my desk, 
sir, that I have long since forgotten them. I would like to have the 
facts. 

The Cuarrman. You have what? 








274 STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM 


Mr. Aunersonors. I have long since stopped listening to rumors in 
the Voice of America. 

‘I he (HAIRMAN. Well, was it general knowledge or veneral rumor 
around your Department that Marcelle Henry was pro-Communist 
und anti-American ? 

Mr. Ausprersonotis. No, sin 


Phe CHarrMan. It was not? 
Mr. Auservonots. No, sir. 
The Cuatrman. Did you think she was a good American ? 


Mi \UBERPONI Ss. I t! nk that what should be looked at is her 
output 

Phe CHatrman. Did you think she was a good American ? 

Mr. Ausersonors. I thought she was a good American transplanted. 
Phe CHarman. Did you think she was anti-Communist ? 

Mr. Avupersonors. I did not hire her for that, s 

Phe CuarrmMan. Did you think she was anti-Communist ? 

Mr. Ausersonots. I don’t know if I can answer that question. 

The CHairnMan. You mean it made no difference to you whether 
she was anti-Communist or not ? 

Mr. Ausersonors. I was not hiring her for that type of work, sir. 

The CHarrMan. So that it made no difference to you whether she 
was anti-Communist or not / 

Mr. Ausersonors. As long as she turned out pro-American mate- 
rial and it went on the air under my signature, that was sufficient for 
me. And if she was not cleared, she would not be employed. This 
has — Lvs been my principle. 

The CHarrMan. In other words, as far as you were concerned, you 
did not concern yourself with whether she was anti-Communist or 
whether she was anti-American ? 

Mr. Aupersonots. Oh, anti-American ? 

The Cuatrman. You said you looked at her work. 

Mr. Ausergonots. Anti-American, sir; isa differentthing. I would 
not tolerate any anti-Americans on my desk. 

The CuarrmMan. Would you not consider a pro-Communist as anti 
American 4 

Mr. Ausersonors. I certainly would, but I have never felt that she 
was a pro Communist. 

The CuarrMan. Well, now, you said you did not concern youreslf 
with whether she was anti-Communist. Did you or did you not feel 
that. it made no difference to you whether you were hiring a pro- 
Communist or an anti-Communist to work on the French desk ? 

Mr. Aupersonors. Of course, sir. But you said pro-Communist. 
That. is different from anti-American. There are some people who 
don’t have much feeling about that, and who may be hired for a 
type of work that has nothing to do with psychological or political 
warfare. 

The Cuamman. I see. So you felt that you would not concern 
yourself with whether she was anti-Communist? 

Senator Munpr. What other functions does the Voice of America 
have besides psychological and political warfare ? 

Mr. Avupersonots. I believe in the free world the functions of the 
V oice of America have not been well defined, and I think they need to 
be defined anew and completely and either eliminated or redefined. 
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Senator Munpr. I mean, I remember something about why we 
happened to have the Voice of America, and I wonder what other 
reasons oceur to you for having had one, if it is not for psychologi il 


or political warfare or both ? 
] 


Mr. At BERJONOIS.,. For maintaining a nk With friendly rover 
ments and people who are in this with us. 

Senator Munpr. We have a diplomatic service for ~~ 

Mr. Ausersonots. | believe the diplomatic service, being the diplo- 
matic service, and not being in a government by birth or choosing | 
don’t believe the diplomatic services reach the masses, sir. 

Senator Munpr. What would be our function in reaching the masses, 
unless we had some objective, like engaging in politica l or economie 
warfare ¢ 

Mr. AUBERJONOIS. Maybe to tell these peopl who we are. Because 
they still don’t know. 

Senator Munpr. Would it be simply to satiate their curiosity? 

Mr. Ausersonors. No, sir. There is a great deal of curiosity. Out 
of thousands and thousands of letters written by Is renchmen, most of 
the questions deal with things that are quite amazing. ‘They want to 
know about us. 

Senator Munpr. It is a pone > costly procedure to spend $8,000 an 
hour satiating the curiosity of » people of France 

Mr. Ausprersonors. Not 83.000 an hour, sir. lwo hundred and fift 
dollars an hour. The $8,000 was for a month. 

Senator Munpr. All right. One hundred thousand dollars a vear. 
That would be pretty eee if you are going to spend SLOOLOOO a 

ir to satiate the curiosi ty of the people of France. 

The CuHarrmMan. There is something wrong with his figures, here. 
He just gave us 88.000 a month, for an ee adav. Not that that is 
an important matter, but I am curious to know about your figures. 

Mr. AUBERJONOTS. The cost for a h If hour program is roughly, or 
was when I ws there, $1: 5 pel half hour. In other words, that half 
hour on the French netwot1 rk cost us about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, let us get this straight. You just told us 
a While back that your wife got $250 for preparing a half-hour script ; 
that she gave that to the Houseman Corp... or the Media Corp., a d 
that they in turn charged you some $1,400 or $1,500 for it Now vou 
turn around and tell us the figure is a hundred-some dollars. 

Mr. Ausersonotis. That is a completely different type of program, 
Sir. 

The CuatrmM an. Oh. 

Mr. Aunersonots. That was a production made in the studio, with 


sound effects, a sound production, a program W h I believe, although 
I am not an expert—— 
Senator Munpr. Regardless of the price, and we will agree it is 


$100,000 per year, $8,000 for 12 months being 896,000 per year— 

Mr. Aupersonots. Roughly; yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. I am trying to find out now from the director of 
that program what your target was, what your purpose was, other than 
psychological and political warfare. That we understand. But you 
say you were hiring Marcelle Henry for some other purpose besides 
psychological and political warfare. Now, what other purposes were 
there for spending this money abroad ¢ 
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Mr. Aupersonots. One of the purposes in having a certain type of 
employee is to have good writers, under the supervision of editors, 
and fluent broadcasters. They are speaking to an audience that is 
accustomed to a certain type of broadcasting. 

Senator Munpr. I do not care how well they write, if we do not 
have any purpose in broadcasting what they write. I want to know 
what the purpose Is. You were directing the program, You must 
have had some objective in mind, 

Mr. Aupersonors. Yes, sir: we had. 

Senator Munpr. You evidently wanted to have a certain reaction 
In Krance. ‘The purpose of the program was to engage in what we 
call cold war, psve hological or political warfare, to influence the minds 
of the people abroad to associate themselves with the ideas ot three 
men. You agreed that that is part of the purpose of the program 
But there were other purposes, other functions, so you hired Miss 
Henry for those other functions I want to know what they are. 

Mr At BERJONOIS. The ability to translate, to project, what I would 
call the » personality of America — in words that conveyed the 
right Image, or that were both attractive and ap pealing to the ear 
for listeners who were at neamaais this country. Because they are 
still discovering this country. Today we are the leaders in the world, 
and I believe we are still unknown. Whenever I go back to the coun- 
try where I was born, which is a very conservative country, I find it 
amazing that the degree of knowledge about America is still pre icti- 
cally nil. 

Senator Munpr. Do you think it is important that foreigners have 
the proper image of America ¢ 

Mr. Aunersonots. I think if people do not know who we are, they 
will never believe in what we do. 

Senator Munpr. And why do you want them to believe in what 
ve do? 

Mr. Ausersgonois. Because I think that the alliance of the free 
people will then be stronger. 

Senator Munopr. Is that not political and psychological warfare? 

Mr. Ausersonotis. You said it, sir. 

Senator Munpr. So you are right back where you started from on 
that score. You were hiring Miss Henry for something else, you said. 

Mr. Aunersonois. No. This is the most indirect form of psycho 
logical warfare. 

Senator Munpr. Well, I quite agree that psychological warfare has 
to be indirect. But you said it did not make any difference whether 
a person was pro-American or anti-American 

Mr. Aupersonors. I don’t believe I said it made no difference. But, 
naturally, you cannot do this type of propaganda unless you are 
pro-American. 

Senator Munpr. Did you ever hear that Miss Henry had referred 
to your fellow citizens over here as “dirty Americans” ¢ 

Mr. Ausergonors. Yes; I heard one version—— 

Senator Munpr. Tell us about that. 

Mr. Avpergonors. Of the testimony. 

Sir, I was not in charge of the French desk, I believe 

Senator Munopr. Tell us about your knowledge of her allegation 
that you and I and the rest of us are dirty Americans. 
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Mr. Avusersonois. That would include me, sir, because I am very 
proud of my citizenship. 

Senator Munpr. Yes. She included you when she spoke of dirty 
Americans. 

Mr. Ausersonors. And I would be the first to be hurt. 

Senator Munpr. How does that demonstrate a degree of pro-Amer- 
icanism in your mind? 

Mr. AvusBergonois. I do not believe that that statement was correctly 
interpreted, sir, or made, 

Senator Munpr. How would you interpret the words “dirty 
American” ? 

Mr. AUBERJONOIS. I would consider it as a personal insult to me. 

Senator Munpr. She did not say that you were a dirty Americal 
She referred to “dirty Americans.” 

Mr. AuBErgonors. She never said that to me, sir, and I have never 
had any proof that she said it, and I don’t know about this. I have 
been called a “dirty American” many times. 

Senator Munpr. If, in fact, you knew that she said it, would you 
have considered that justification for remo\ ing her from her position ¢ 

Mr. Ausersonots. Of course. At once. Immediately. 

Senator Munpr. In other words, you are not sure whether she said 
it or not? 

Mr. AUBERJONOIS. No. 

The Cuarrman. Let me give you something that she did say and see 
if you think this indicates anticommunism or procommunism. You 
are talking about Marcelle He hry. You said you hired her on the 
basis of the work. Here is some of her work. Let me quote from 
one of the broadcasts 

First, let me ask you: Is it correct. that each week you had a 
weekly book-review feature? ‘The purpos e of that was to inform the 
French about American cultural life? Is that correct ? 

Mr. Aupersonots. Yes; that was : + part of the cultural series. 

The CuHatrMan. You selected a book which wor ild give the French 
people a correct picture of American life? 

Mr. Avuspersonots. That is right. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, we have one of the broadcasts prepared by 
Marcelle Henry. Let me read from it. She h: ad picked one of Miss 
Ferber’s books and she was referring to Miss Ferber and she said: 

She knows the Texans well, whatever the Texans may say to the contrary. 
Since 1939 she has driven through the State, flown over it by plane, stopped over 
at some of the ranches, spoken to Texans in their homes, and thus she gave shape 
to her imagination of those she would describe. 


Then she goes on and says: 


She describes the old Texan group of parvenus, hard-faced men, and the bour- 

bon they drink by the gallon, the women nitwits who talk to say practically 
nothing. 
This was for the purpose of giving the French a picture of American 
life. Do you think that that was giving them an accurate picture, and 
do you think we were justified in spending money to give that type of 
picture ? 

Mr. Ausersonots. Was that the whole script ? 

The Cuairman. Pardon? 

Mr. Avzersonots. That was not the whole script. 
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The Cuarrman. That was not the whole script. 

Mr. Aupersonois. That was quoting maybe Edna Ferber. I would 
like to introduce the whole s ript as an exhibit. 

The Cuamman. We will read the whole script, then. We will read 
the whole script and see if there is anything that corrects that. It 


If you are a Texan, you will curse the book. If you live elsewhere in the 


I ted S s, You will accept Giant as a great book In America one says the 
word ‘““Lexas,” and one sees big, which made a satirist say that in Texas even 
dwarfs are 6 feet tall fexas is a land of oil wells and huge ranches, a land of 
recent W which hasn't had time to gi birth to an elite, according to Miss 
Ferbe \ Ferber shows the abuses and the faults of e Texans, but she 
eSpol f vita She knows them well, whatever the Texans may say 
ce ry Since 1959 she has drive hrough the State, flown over it by 
| ver at some of the 1 es, spoken to Texans in their homes, and 
thus Sil hape in her imagination to those she would describe. 
\\ ( lese peopl The protagonists are a young couple, the husband a 
brecder, the wife a Virg a girl, delicate and well bred, intelligent 
d ted, who, once she is transplanted into her new environment, Texas, 
( t t ed to its daily extravagances It is through her eyes that Miss 
l‘erber presents an objection to the whole Texan group of parvenus, hard-taced 
nd the bourbon they drink by the gallon, the women nitwits who talk to 
iothing But there are also the Mexican peons, who work in the 
ranches and the homes as servants, and whose simple, harsh, and difficult life 
dna Ferber « not forget. 
Now, do you think that is a sort of program that should be beamed 


to the Fk rench, to give a picture of American life? 

Mr. Avusersonors. Sir, I think that you have a shortened version 
of that ser pt. That is why I have introduced 

Phe CHarrMAN. You say this is not the entire script ? 

Mr. Avusersonots. I don’t think so, sir. I think there was a word 
of caution to a foreign audience. 
The CHatrmMan. I read that. “If you are a Texan, you will curse 
e boo If you live elsewhere in the United states, you will acct pt 
Crinnt iorent book.” Was that the word of caution ¢ 

Mr. Aunrersonors. No, sir. 

Che CHatrMAN. You mean there was another word of caution ? 

Mr. Aupersonors. I think there were several more. 

The CuatrmMan. Marcelle Henry has been discharged under the 
lovalty program. Is that correct ; 


} } 
‘ 


Mr. AI BERJONOTS. I have absolutely no knowledge of that, sir. 

Mr. COHN. We have received information from the Pei onnel 
Director at the Voice of America that following an investigation she 
na bee) orc red terminated, Mr. ( hairman. 

The CuatrrmMan. But for the 3 years that you were there, you felt 

it she was the type of employee you wanted working there? 

Mr. Avupersonotis. Was that a loyalty investigation. sir ? 

The Cuatrman. I am asking you the question: For the 3 years 
that you were there, did you consider her the type of individual you 
would want working on that desk ? 

Mr. Aupersonors. Yes, sir. 

The CHairMAN. You did. 

You a ked a question, I am not sure if I ean answer it. I assume 
that was an investigation under the loyalty-security program. 

Mr. Conn. It is under the loyalty-security program. I don’t know 
the exact program. There was an investigation, and she was 
terminated. 


‘ 
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Mr. Auservonots. Loyalty, or security ? 

Mr. Coun. Well, do you know ¢ 

Mr. Auservonots. I wouldn’t know. 

Mr. CouHN. We have received information that because of an i} Ves 


tigation under the security-loyalty program, she has been ordered 
terminated. We have requested in that and other cases the exact 
nature of the file information, and of course, under the Executive 


order still in effect. we have not been affor ed that information. 
We have been afforded mere ly the conc ius 

Senator Munopr. M: ay I 3 Inqt uire of ¢ the ° witnes s why he raised the 
question whether it is loys alty or security ¢ 

Do you think she would be suitable to work for you if she had failed 
one and not the other ? 

Mr. AUBERJONOIS. No, sir: it was for the reco l. 

Senator Munpr. What was your purpose in raising the question ? 

Mr. AUBERJONOIS. Because I stil] believe that there _ i a 
difference between the two. 

Senator Munpr. Would you hire her if she were a loyalty risk? 

Mr. Avupersonots. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Would you hire her if she were a security risk ? 

Mr. At BERJON OIS. No: l could do neithe ra Even if I wanted to, 
I couldn’t hire them. 

Senator Mt NDT. I still do not see why you ral ed the question. 

Mr. Avpergonors. Let’s say for the protection of the individual. 

The CHAIRMAN. This program W ill be marked as an exhibit, and in 
view of the question raised by the witness as to whether or not we read 
the important meat of this into the record, if any of the press cares 
to have this now they are welcome to it. That 7 the entire broadcast. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 22” and may 
be found in the files of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Miepau. Mr. Chairman, may I say with respect to that exhibit, 
which we planned to introduce, that at that time ar Auberjonois was 
neither enerteite nor had any connection with the French desk 
whatever. 

The question had been raised at the closed hearing in a hypothetical 
way, and we therefore got the script to study it. But when that script 
was produced, Mr. Auberjonois had no connection whatever with the 
French desk. He had been away from the French desk, I believe, 
for—May I have the date on that script, please ? 

The CuHatrmMan. Mr. Auberjonois, do you claim th A eis particular 
employee changed, had any sudden change? Or was she the same type 
of employee, as far as you know, for the 3 years she was working for 
you, as she was when she was finally discharged ? 

Strike the question. 

When were you promoted from the French desk ? 

Mr. AUBERJONOIS. Removed and promoted, you mean ¢ I asked 
to leave—— 

The CHairnman. When? Just tell us when. 

Mr. Avservonors. I finally got my wish in May 1952. 

The CHarrMan. May of 1952 

Mr. AUBERJONOIS. T applied for a transfer in °50 or °51. 

The CHarrMaAn. What was the date of this broadcast? Is there any 
date on that broadcast? Do you know the date of the broadcast ? 

I have a pencil notation on here, December 2, 1952, 
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Mr. Miepau. That may be correct, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you know what date? 

Mr. Miapau. No; but I was going to say at least 6 months after, and 
that would bear it out. 

The Cuarrman. I am going to have marked as an exhibit and put in 
the record a memorandum dated May 29, 1951, to Mr. Michael Ries 
from Fernand Auberjonois, subject: Packaged Shows. 


Attached please find background material on Messrs, Michel Bernheim and 
Harry S. Franklin who have been working with John Houseman on the Holly- 
wood packaged shows. Houseman vouches for both of them. 

\ whed a day-by-day account of Media Productions negotiations with 
MPAA representatives until the “break,” 

Att; hment 4 : +e ted 

( on copy \. Puhan 


Mr. MIGpAL. May we see that ? 
The CHamman. You may see that. 
Che document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 23”, and may 


be TouNnCd in the htes of the subcommittee. ) 


The CHatrman. Any further questions ¢ 

Senator McCrietnan, Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire a little 
further regard Oo the six pack we programs that were secured from 
the Media con pany. 

You were Ol 

Mr. Ausersonols. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCiettan. It was your responsibility to secure those 


the French desk at that time: were you ? 


programs ¢ 

Mr. Ausersonots. Not to contract, sir; no. 

Senator McCLeLLaANn. Not to contract. 

Mr. Avpersonois. No; tosupervise editorially. 

Senator McCriettan. Well; was Mr. Michael Ries the one who 
ecured the contract ? 

Mr. Ausersonors. Mr. Ross and Mr. Ries. 

Senator McCuettan. Who? 

Mr. Aupersonois. Mr. Robert Ross and Mr. Michael Ries. I think 
that is pelled R-i e-s. 
Senator McCietLtan. Was Mr. Ries your superior ? 

Mr. Ausersonots. No. It wasa completely different section, sir. 

Senator McCietian. Was it a different section in March 1951? 

Mr. Aunersonors. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCie..an. A different section ? 

Mr. Ausersonots. A different section; yes, sir. 

Senator McCiettan. Did vou have any occasion to report to him 
or make recommendations to him at that time, as your superior? 

Mr. Avcpersgonots. I could make only rather vague recommenda- 
tiol : 

Senator McCretitan. Did you make such recommendations ? 

Mr. Avupersonois. I wouldn’t call them recommendations. I was 
asked for my advice, and I gave it, sir. 

Senator McCrietnan. You were asked for advice regarding the six 
package programs with respect to programs for the French desk? 

Mr. Ausersonots. On editorial matters; yes, sir. 

Senator McCLetuan. Sir? 

Mr. Aunersonots. On the contents of the programs. 

Senator McCretian. On the contents of the programs? 

Mr. Ausrersonors. Yes, sir. 





STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM 281 


Senator McCretitan. Did you submit a memorandum in response 
to that request to Mr. Ries? 

Mr. Aupersonots. I believe that I may have said at that time that 
Media. or Mr. Houseman, was, to my mind, the best producer available. 

Senator McCLeL.an. Well, did you submit a recommendation of spe- 
cific programs that you recommended be secured; that is, particular 
scripts that you wanted, or that you recommended, on different 
subjects ? 

Mr. Aupersonois. Yes: I think that there was an outline, later on, 
after the contract was signed. 

Senator McCretitan. After the contract was signed / 

Mr. Auspersonors. I believe so, sir. 

Senator Mc( ‘LELLAN. When was the contract s oned 

Mr. Aupersonots. I don’t know, sir. I don’t have the date. 

Senator McCretian. Well, I will ask you specifically. Do you 
recall that on March 26, 1951, you submitted a memorandum to Mr. 
Ries in which you outlined six specific programs on different subjects 
that you recommended ? 

Mr. Aunersonors. I may have, sir; yes. 

Senator McCLeLLtan. Well, to refresh your memory, I will ask you 
to look at this memorandum of that date, and identify it and state 
whether or not you recognize it, and if it is yours. 

Mr. Auprersonors. Yes. That is the third series, sir. 

Senator McCrieitian. All rieht. That is the third series? 

Mr. Avupersonots. Yes: that is nght 

Senator McCrietian. You had two series prior to that time? 

Mr. Auprersonots. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCrietian. Did you submit recommendations with ref- 
erence to those ? 

Mr. Avupersonots. I don’t believe the other ones were done in the 
same manner. Because the fir t one was done the basis of scripts. 

Senator McCLeLitan Well: is this the series that was done by the 
Media company ! 

Mr. Aupersonors. This one here, sir? Yes, sir 

Senator McCriecian. That is the one? 

Mr. At rpERJONOIS. That is the one that was canceles 

Senator McCretian. You identify that, do you 

Mr. Aupersonotis. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCueLttan. You say this one was canceled. Was it can- 
celed before or after the contract Was made ( 

Mr. Aupersonois. After, sir 

Senator McCrievuan. After it was made’ 

Mr. AvBersonots. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCLettan. Do any of these six subjects—I will name 
them-— Hollywood at Work; that is No. 1 that vou listed: (2) Holly- 
wood at Play; (3) San Francisco; (4) San Francisco: (5) Indians 
mM Colorado: (6) The Dr ve by Night. Were any of those scripts 
produced and used ? 

Mr. Aupersonors. No: because I believe that the Hollywood series 
was interrupted because of the Charlie Chaplin incident. 

Senator McCLeLLAn. None of these, then. referred to in this memo- 
randum to you? 

Mr. Avupersonots. I don’t believe they were prepared. I don’t 
know. I never saw the material. 
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Senator McCiettan. Were none of them prepared / 

Mr. Aunersonors. That would have to be checked with the people 
who now have the files, sir, because I never had them. But I think 
Mr. Bauer— 

Senator McCiet.an. I have what purports to be a script here that 
rather intrigues me. Apparently it was prepared in response to 
your recommendation No. 6, The Drive by Night. You v0 on to say, 
there, in desi ribing what that should be: 


The Drive by Night, A Saga of American Trucking and Long-Distance Hauling 


Over the Highways. Cross-country truck service. Try and find a French- 
speaking driver for interview. Record sound on the highways. Narrative 
trea I 


I find in the file what appears to be possibly a response to that rec 
ommendation and request of yours, entitled “Trucking Notes.” Are 
you familiar with it? 

Mr. Aupersonors. I believe that was only background material. 
Nos ript was produced. 

Senator McCieitian. Is that what you call background material 
for this particular program ¢ 

Mr. Aunersonois. This was not a script, sir 

Senator McCLeLLan. What is that ? 

Mr. Ausnersonors. We would not accept this as a seript. 

Senator McCnaLLan. What is that? 

Mr. At BERJONOIS. I believe these were suggestions. 

Senator McCietian. By whom ? 

Mr. Avusersonots. I don’t know. I remember very vaguely only 
that this was a first approach by a man who had had experience—— 

Senator McCietLan. What I want to ascertain, frankly, was that a 
sample of the programs and scripts that you got as a result of these 
requests ¢ 

Mr. Avupersonots. No, sir. 

Senator McCietian. It is not a sample? 

Mr. Avurrsonors. It is not a sample. 

Senator McCiettan. How did it happen to be in the file ? 

Mr. Auprersonors. I don’t know, because I never got the file. 

Senator McCiettan. Who gets the file ? 

Mr. Avupersonors. The Transcribed Programs Section, or Overseas 
services Section, sir. 

Senator McCriei.an. Is that an example of what you use as back- 
eround mate rial for those you employ to prepare the scripts ¢ 

Mr. Aupersonoris. No, sir. 

Senator McCietian. It is not? I just wonder for what purpose 
that isthere. Can you tell me? It was found in the files, and appar- 
ently it was attached to this memorandum when it was found and 
apparently is in response to it. So I just wanted to ask you what you 
know about it. 

Mr. Aunersonots. This is not a script, and I believe that only the 
producer could say what it was. I myself can only say that this is 
not a script. 

Senator McCietian. Let me ask you one other question. 

Mr. Augersonors. It was done on the coast. I don’t know. 

The Cuarrman. Who was paid for this? 

Mr. Ausersonots. I hope nobody got paid for it. 

Senator McCietitan. Let me ask you 1 or 2 other questions. 
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The Cuarrman. Do you think this correctly pictures American life? 

Mr. Aupersonors. It was not a script, and I can guarantee it would 
not have come under my supervision. 

Senator McCLetian. It is very much in line with the Texas article 
about the Texas people, and it is just that ridiculous. You have one 
sample where it was broadeast about ‘Texas, and here you have a ref- 
erence to truckdrivers and some other people. Now, it is just about 
as silly. 

Mr. AUBERJONOIS. | had nothing to do with it, and so | really can’t 
answer the question. 

Senator McCietian. Now, follow me for just a moment, if you 
had nothing to do with it. In this memorandum of March 26, 1951, I 
listed the six particular character scripts that you requested, entitled, 
you say in No. 1. 

Hollywood at Work, A Sound Picture of Hollywood Outside of the Studios. 
That is how people live there, what the streets look and sound like. An attempt 
should be made to deglamorize the movie capital and interview its little people, 
the many people connected with industry, where do these 
entertainment and so on. 

That is No. 1. 

Your description of No. Zz is - 


people go for their 


Hollywood at Play, a more superficial, a more glamorous sound picture of 
Hollywood, but try and avoid the clichés, French-language interviews with sta 
or famous nightclubs 

No. 3. San Francisco, the French colony. Part 1: San Francisco proper with 
emphasis on writers, artists, ete.; trip through the City of Paris. 


rs 


Do you know what the City of Paris is? 

Mr. AupErsonots. Absolutely. It is one of the things the French 
are proudest of, strangely enough. 

Senator McCietian. You wanted to convey to them what was in 
Holly wood ? 

Mr. Ausersonois. No, San Francisco; I believe it is an institution. 

Senator McCLeLLaANn (reading) : 

America’s only department store run like a French business. Verdier family. 
Part 2. The winegrowers—how they live. Bring microphone in a cellar. In- 
terview oldtimers. 

I am reading this now, and is that the kind of programs that have 
been produced and broadcast, and that the American people are pay- 
ing for with their tax money? Is that a symbol of it / 

Mr. Aupersonors. These are some of the programs. 

Senator McCLet.an. Now, here are six that you are requesting. 
All six are along that line; are they not ? 

Mr. Atusersonots. Maybe there were requests for these programs 
and they should be heard, and they should be listed. 

Senator McCLe..an, If someone else requested it, it is your recom- 
mendation. What I am trying to determine here for the record, Is 
that a fair sample of the character of broadcasts that we have been 
paying for at the rate of about $1,500 a broadeast in presenting Amer- 
ican life abroad ? 

Mr. Auspersonors. That is not a sample of what has been broad- 
east. 

Senator McCLe.tLan. Was this a change from the original program ? 

Mr. Aunersonots. This was a packaged program to go directly to 
stations overseas. ‘These are not the programs that were broadcast 
over the facilities of the Voice. 
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Senator McCLetitan. These were things we were sending over there 
to have broadcast; were they not? This is a part of the Voice of 
America program ; is it not’ What was it going to be used for, if 
not the Voice of America / 

Mr. Aunersonors. Should we answer the questions of the French 
people about America’ That would be a question. 

Senator McCietxian. It is not whether the French wanted it. I do 
not know that we are obligated to do everything the French want. But 
the question is, Is this a fair sample of the character of films that 
you were purchasing for us in the Voice of America ? 

Mr. Ausrrsonots. I haven't heard them, sir. 

Senator McCLet.tan. Well, this is what you recommended. 

Mr. Aunersonots. They may have been very good on the basis of 
that sketch he outlined. 

Senator McCietian. Were the other two series something com- 
parable to this? 

Mr. Ausersonots. No, they had agree more cultural material as 


far as Broadway was conce rned, and it was all done in the theaters. 
and others were plays, but there is a need, and there are requests 
for this type of material by foreign stations. 

Senator McCietnan. Let me ask you this: What could be gained 


by broadcasting scripts along that line to a foreign country? How 
would it serve American interests, and how would it fight com- 
munism / 

Mr. Aunersonois. Maybe it would get an audience, and we can then 
tack onto it the political message. 

Senator McCietnian. A sideshow or carnival of some kind can get 
an audience. lam talking of something of merit. 

Mr. Aupersonors. 1 have never had a sideshow. 

Senator McCLet.tan. To show America in its proper heht. That 
is all. 
The CHarman. I wonder if you would hand me that script a 
moment, please ¢ 
Mr. Aunersonots. It was not the script, su 
The CHairman. How much was paid for this material that appar- 
ently was prepared in answer to your request No. 6, The Drive by 
Night? Do you know who prepared it and how much was paid for 
that ? 
Mr. Avnersonors. I don’t think I remember anything about it, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Somebody was paid for it. 

Mr. Avpsersonors. I know this is not a seript. 

The CHamman. Well, it is an outline, then. 

Mr. Aupersonots. If somebody claimed money for it 

Senator Jackson. It looks like it is background for a script. 

Mr. Avnersonots. This is not the type of show I outlined at all, 
anyway. 

The Cuamrman. Now, someone is being paid taxpayers’ money to 
prepare this. Do vou think this is an accurate description of Ameri- 





can womanhood ? 

Mr. Avupersonors. I have crossed the country in trucks and I 
have lived at night on the highways of America, and I believe 
there is a beautiful show to be done there, strangely enough. This 
country is more than just a political idea. It has all kinds of aspects 
that are extremely moving and boiling. 
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The CHamrman. This is a big vulgar— 

Mr. Avupervonots. I don’t mean this script, sir. 

The CuHairman. I think it is something that the Voice obtained, and 
there are a few paragraphs that should be in the record. I would like 
to know how much was paid for this. For example, this is attached 
to your memorandum, saying you wanted a bit on truck driving. 

Mr. Avusersonots. I did not attach it, sir. 

The CuamrMan (reading) : 

At times, passing through a town, a big-assed female dish wiggles across 
the truck’s path and the trucker whistles and waves, and for some reason 
the dames always go for the truckers. The smile goes out, the hand waves. 

This is setting up something for a show; is it not / 

Mr. AuBersonots. No, sir; this is not a seript, and it would not 
have gone on the air and would not have been approved. 

The Cuarman. Why on God’s earth do you feel justified in pay- 
ing for this kind of tripe? Do you think this describes America, and 
do you think this fights communism? Is there any conceivable rea- 
son for spending taxpayers’ money on this sort of thing? 

Mr. AvuBersonots. I have never approved it, sir. I would like to 
introduce my own books about America as evidence of what I feel 
should be written about America. 

The CuatrmMan. But you hired someone to produce this? 

Mr. Avusersonois. No, I did not, sir. The contractor may have, 
but this never came back in the form of a show to the Voice of 
America. If somebody has put it in as a script, then it is a very 
serious mistake. 

The CuHatrman. It never came back because you were forced to 
cancel the contract. 

Mr. Ausersonots. Because I never would have accepted it. 

The CHarrman. You were forced to cancel it by the Hollywood 
Coordinating Committee, who said that Communist Party lines were 
producing it and otherwise you would be paying for this; would you 
not ¢ 

Mr. Avupersonois. Never. 

The Cuarrman. The figure was $1,500 a show; was it not ? 

Mr. Aupersonots. I would never have bought this. 

The Cuamman. Then you mean that you personally examined 
each package before it was paid for? 

Mr. Ausersonots. I would have listened to the tape before it was 
put on records, and the raw material. 

The CHatrman. Now, we are getting down to something, 
we were trying to get at this morning. 

You mean that you examined each package and approved it for 
the Media Corp. before it was paid for? Did you—Mr. Counsel, 
please. The rule here is that a witness can consult with counsel 
whenever he cares to, but counsel will not try to coach the witness. 
Whenever the witness thinks he needs your help, he will ask for it, 
and if I find counsel coaching the witness again, he will be removed 
from the room. 

Now, will you try to answer the question? The question is: After 
the contract was made with Media, did you examine each package, 
listen to the play before the money was paid, the $1,500 was paid for 
the package / 


which 
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e} ed to the show 5 


“| corrections. 
it was paid for? 
| two series, and not on the third. 
two series, did you listen to each show 


, 


and approved the content, 
torial content, the scrip 
Phe CHarman. What did you not approve? 
Mr. Aunersonors. I did not have to approve or disapprove it, or 
if the program. 
CHairMan. Is it your testimony now under oath that you 
to all of the shows produced by Media, and that you _ per- 
‘the contract of the show before it was paid for. 
/ 


MiOny 
nots. Maybe not all, sir. I don’t remember the first 


Did vou listen to 


ened to all of the second series. 


eof all of those in the second ser le 


I approved them: yes, sir. 


/ 


t ° 
tually you wrote most of them; did you not ? 


No, sir. 
MAN. J ( vite wi te ther 9 ind did not you tes 


t you le Iped write ther le and did not sh cet paid for writing 
JONOIS. Ye 
is that correct ? 


Ir LUBERJONOIS. Well, hs > 7lVvel the committee all of the in- 


ut that, . 


HAIKM . _ 


HAIRMAN. You say you examined the second series, and there 

casion to examine 1 cause you sald your wife wrote the 
‘ite them, and I am talking about the 
write Did you examine t] ( 


; hose ¢ 
no about t hie producti n because once 


{ 


in examination of the product during 


al ‘vent, your testimony is that the scripts 
, ‘ 1 P . a (a ” aanaal 
age would not be paid for unless you first approved it. That 
the contract. Is that your testimony ? 


BERSONOIS, 
] 
ier contract, they 
this script, and 
approved it. 


sure 1t was not. 


ne of something, 





STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM 287 


The Carman. If it were reduced to script 


form, you just got 
through telling us it could not be paid for unless you approved it. 
Mr. Ausersonois. That would never have been put in script 
in that fashion, sir. That isall I ean say. 
Senator JACKSON. Right at that point, | otice or I note th: 
memorandum to which the notes were attached refers to the fact 
one of the subjects of interest for the French audience was entitled, 
under your point No. 6, “The Drive by Night, the Saga of America 
Trucking and Long-Distance Hauling Over Highways.” 
Mr. Ausersonots. That is right. 
Senator Jackson. You do not mean to 


form 


you did not know 
about these notes when your own memo in the file he re that was ad 
Mr. AvBersonots. ‘This was the program I was outlining, sir. 
Senator J ACKSON, This is from you to Mr. Reece, and is it not logical 
that when you referred to it in your memo as you have here on item 6, 
you referred to the 


dressecl to you trom Mir. Reece, | believe, refers to that very thine. 


Drive by Night, the Saga of American Trucking and Long-Distance Hauling 


Over the Highways, cross country truck service, try to find a French speaking 


driver for interview, record sound on the highways, narrative statement 


Now, you do not meat nat the memo attached—you 
is nota ‘scl pt, vou iv it is rl ky p { , and assume 1t 1s 
S ript, and you do not mean to SAV | 1 not know about 
trucking notes ¢ 

Mr. Aunersonors. I knew they 
To! background, but no s 

Senator Jackson. |] 
ere in ther 

Mr. Avni 

Senator JACKSON. 1m) isking t uestion. Just be fair 

answer this question: iknew ese icking notes were 

You can answer tl 

ng to use them or not use t] in tryin fin 

document. 

Mr. Avupersonors. Well, 
hey came from. and how they wet : voing to be used 
Senator Jackson. But you knew they were t] 

Mr. Aunersonots. [had seen them, yes sir. 

Senator .] ACKSON, \\ hen d cl vou see t] 

Mr. Avupersonots. I thin] 
wa canceled. 

Senator.} ACKSON WI] 

Mr. Avunersonots. J 
the summer of 1951. 

Se] ator AC KSON, . eaate *vour 
will help refresh your recollection. 

Mr. Ausrersonors. March 26, did you sa 

Senator Jackson. Your memo to Mr. Reece 
that is the memorandum that refers, 
item on the agenda, No. 6, The Drive by N ; 

Mr. Avpersonotrs. There again I have not the file of any of this. 
As far as I know, that series, sir, was never actually completed or done. 


among’ o 


{ 
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Senator Jackson. I understand that, because apparently the files 
disclose that no such script was used in connection with the broadcast, 
but what I am getting at is that you knew those notes were in there, 
and did you not take the trouble to see who prepared it to put it ina 
Government file # 

Mr. Auprrsonors. No, because I knew they were not my files. 

Senator JACKSON. Well, I know, but you reterred to that specifically 
in your memorandum. 

Mr. Avusersonors. That was written before, sir. 

Senator Jackson. You followed up on this, I take it, and you knew 
those notes were in there, and you just got through testifying that you 
found out after this memorandum had been written that the notes had 
been made on this subject, is that not right / 

Mr. Ausersonors. That is right, but that would never have con- 
stituted a program for me. 

Senator Jackson. But you knew the notes were there, and did you 
look at the notes? 

Mr. Ausersonors. I glanced at them and I didn’t pay much atten- 
tion to them. 

Senator Jackson. How long after this memorandum of March 26, 
1951, did you look at the notes? 

Mr. Avusersonots. I don’t recall that at all, sir. They were not sent 
to me in any way. 

Senator Jackson. Where did you read the notes? 

Mr. Avupersonors. I must have seen them in the office of the Over- 
seas Services Section. 

Senator Jackson. And when you—— 

Mr. Avupersonois. The only person who could answer that abso- 
lutely would be Mr. Reece or Mr. Ross, I think. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. who? 

Mr. Aupersonois. Mr. Ross, or Mr. Reece, if they were still there. 

Senator Jackson. When you read the notes, did you not bother to 
inquire who was the person who had written the notes? 

Mr. AusEersonots. I may have been told, but I have forgotten. 

Senator Jackson. Well, the Government paid for this. 

Mr. Ausersonors. I didn’t know that. 

Senator JAcKson. Well, after all, this was a part of the suggested 
outline of subjects of interest for your French audience? 

Mr. Aurrersonots. No, the series had been canceled already when 
all of this was received. 

Senator Jackson. I understand that, but there are six items that 
you listed, the subjects of interest, and this is your own memo. 

Mr. Aupersonois. That is right. 

Senator Jackson. For the French audience, and I am only con- 
cerning myself now with No. 6 on the agenda, The Drive by Night. 

[ would like to find out just how it would be that you did not follow 
through on these notes and to find out just how such stuff would be 
allowed to get into the file inasmuch as you were the one that suggested 
these 6 topics, including this 1 on trucking. 

Mr. Ausersonots. Well, I believe that after the Hollywood series 
was interrupted, Media sent all of the material that had been pre- 
pared, or they claimed had been prepared directly to the files of the 
Overseas Services Section. 
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Senator Jackson. This probably came from Media, then ? 

Mr. Avupersonots. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. These notes on trucking, did they? 

Mr. Ausersonois. All relations between Media and the Overseas 
Services Section, there was no correspondence between me and them. 

Senator Jackson. I mean these notes on trucking, the script. 

Mr. Ausersonois. That didn’t come from the Voice. 

Senator Jackson. That came from Media ? 

Mr. Aupersonots. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. How much did we pay Media for it? 

Mr. AvusBersonots. I don’t know. 

Senator Jackson. Who could testify as to how much we paid Media 
for these trucking notes? 

Mr. AvspeRvonots. I am sure that the people who signed the contract 
or closed the contract could testify as to that. 

The CHairMan, You were in charge of the desk, and do you know 
whether Media was paid something for the series 3 covering the memo- 
randum that you submitted? Do you know whether they were paid 
when the contract was broken ? 

Mr. Ausersonots. I believe they claimed payment and there was 
correspondence between Mr. D’Allessandro and the Administrative 
Services. 

The Cuatrman. Do you know what they were paid? 

Mr. Avsersonors. I think they were paid, but I don’t know how 
much. 

The Cuamman. You know they were paid something ? 

Mr. Avusersonois. They were paid something, I think. 

The CuatmrMan. Let me ask you this, then, for this preliminary 
research on trucking, they were paid a total of $241.50. In other 
words, for this material on trucking, they were paid $241.50, split up 
as follows: Preliminary research, $100. 

Mr. Ausergonots. Did I sign that? 

The Cuarman. Travel $50. Overhead and profit, $31.50. 

Mr. Aupersonots. These were the things that never came to my 
desk, sir, because this was done through an administrative section 
which discussed contracts with the contractors. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, look, you were the head of the desk, and you 
asked that certain work be done, and you found the contract was 
broken, and did you not ever interest yourself in finding out how much 
this broken contract had cost you? Did you not want to know what 
they had produced for it? 

Mr. Avusersonols. It was not my budget, sir. It was the Overseas 
Services Section, a separate budget which had nothing to do with the 
French budget. 

The Cuarrman. I have no further questions of the witness. 

Senator McCiettan. Your memorandum recommending or request- 
ing these specific programs, scripts on subjects that had been discussed, 
was dated, I believe, March 21, 1951: is that correct ? 

Mr. Avuprrsonots. For the third series. 

Senator McCietuan. For the third series. 

Mr. Aupersgonots. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCietian. Well, there appears in the files here on Sep- 
tember 13, 1951, there appears a statement from Media for a total of 
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$1,676.58. It is an itemized statement and it includes program No. 5, 
Tru king, and the first item is *Preliminar research, $100.” “Field 
recording, 6 hours, $60.” Travel, $50. Overhead and profit, $31.50. 
That makes a total of $241.50 that the Voice of America was billed for 
on 2 program listed as No. 5, Trucking, and that seems to be the script 
of background material we have before us. That was a total cost of 
8241.50. 


Now, notwithstanding the contract mav have been canceled and the 


material not used, do you know whether this trucking program No. 5 
here response to your memorandum and if the Voice of America 


paid t s bill after the contract was canceled ? 
~ Mr. Avpersonots. Could I see the document, sir? 

Senator McCLELLAN. Yes, you can look at it. 

\lr. \LUBERJONOIS. Chis prec ely the type ot document which | 
qadidi not see 

Senator McCLELLAN. Well, that would indicate that later Media Co. 


undertook to produce a program as you had r ( iested on ti icking, 


and thr t later submitted a bill to the Voice of America, as I have 
outlined I gness we can find out whether that bill was paid, but 
appar itly it indicates that the Government paid S241, the Voice oT 
America, for thi I would not call it a seript. I am just trying to 
out whether vou know . 

Mr. Aupersonors. I don’t know, sir. 

senator VMcCLeni AN. You are familiar, I assume, W th Med v's 
tatie ry. Phat statement appears on Med " tationery: does it 


miressecdl TO 


Senator McCLeLLAN And it appears to have been in the file. 
my ] 


I don’t know who it is addressed to 


NO] 


Senator McCie.ntan. All I am trying to establish is whether this i 
nd of material we have been buvinge and paving for, and 


parently we can find somewhere from the record whether the bill 


} na But appal »] tly Media submitted \ bill for this tru k 


iterial that we have had on exhibit here, some 4 or 5 months after 
rote your memorandum requesting that character of a program. 
\I LUBERJONOIS I believe t| if ill I iw, SIT. Was— 

Senator McCLeELLAN. Lami t saving you ever saw it. [Tam saying 
hat apparently then from these docum nts Media did go to work. to 
lertake to prepare that kind of a se pt Later, when the trac 
iT) eled. they ubmitted i. bill for 2 work: the i d aly ( cle 

yhich vi ludes SLOO for apparently this ba kor} und seript tl 
e have now That is the wav it Ippears to me as a me} ber of the 


tee, and does it not appear to you to be the same wavy 
Mi \1 BERJIONOLS, What | believe, sir’. that when the ontract 
was terminated, Media putina claim for work already done 


tor McCLeLLaANn. For work already done 


Senator McCLEeLLAN (nd this apparently is t] claim t] it 1f put 
ror the work if cid oO}! these programs, 


Mr. Aupersonois. I assume so. 
Senator McCLeLLANn. That is the \ ay it appears. 


Mr. Avupersonors. But that would not be under my responsibility. 
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Senator McCie.t.an. I did not say it was under you. I am just 
pointing out that that is the kind of material, seript, and background 
we were vetting from Meclia to be used on this broadeast. 

The CuatrMan. May I say for the benefit of the Senator I have a 
document, handed to nT by ‘the staff now, dated September 20, 1951, 
the bill which the Senator has been questioning the witness on, dated 
September 15, and it mentions the work for the preliminary work in 


Ie gard to the trucking program, al d the document reads as follows: 

Consultation with Mr. Auberj ‘, rrench w We have come to the 
following conclusions about the above-listed claim 
They are referrn 7 to the claim for the No. 5: the claim for the tape 
recording and research is justified. 

Mr. Ausersonots. The tape recording: yes, sil 

The ( HAIRM AN. An the researeh. 

1 : 


Does this refresh your recollection? TJ document says that, 
consultation with you, it was decided that the S100 for the research 
and the tape recording was justified, and so you O. K.’d the bill your- 


l 


celf: Ss thllat ¢ 
Mr. AUBERJONOIS No. rs: 1 (). K *d the tape re »] line. but L don’t 
remember ©. K.’ g any researc! 
The CuarkMan. Let me read it to you. -[ Reading: 


‘OrrVect 


Wil vou: documents submitted to vou howed that \ yu approved the 


payinent for this research Did you or did you not ¢ 

Mr. avpersonots. I would like first to establish whether my a} 
j roval was needed, and, secondly. whether that was the only material 
that was there. I remember the tape and Ll remember this document, 
but I did not consider that research. 


The Ciairnman. Do you know whether you approved that payment ? 
You just vot through telling Senator McClellan this was not your 
department, and you did not. know the claim had been made, and We 
now find that you, sir, were the man who approved paymet Ge Is that 
correct or 1s 1t incorrect / 

Mr. AUBERJONOIS. I maintain that I did not have to approve or 
disapprove any ot these bills, SIT, 

The CnatrmMan. Did you, whether you had to or not? Did you 
approve payment 4 

Mr. Aupervonors. I may have. 

The CHatRMAn. You do not know ? 

Mr. Avupersonots. No; I don’t remember, but I know that my 
approval was not needed. 

The Cuatrman. Do you remember whether you had to make a 
finding whether the claim was justified, using the language of the 
document ? 

Mr. Avrersonors. I may have, but I would like to look at the 
whole background of the operation. 

The Cuarrman. Is it your testimony that you do not remember? 

Mr. Avusersonors. I would really like to look over the whole back- 
ground of the operation of the package program in order to find out 
where exactly my responsibilities began and when they ended, sir. 











292 STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM 


The CHAIRMAN. Sir, one of the things this committee must do is 
finally to render a report. The testimony is very conflicting, and 
we must pass upon the credibility of every witness, and we must 
determine whether you are trying to tell us the truth or not. 

Mr. Aupersonots. I am trying to, sir. 

The Cramman. A few minutes ago you told me, and you told 
Senator McClellan, that this was not your department, and we now 
produce a document which shows on its face that you were the man 
who determined whether this should be paid or not. 


I now ask y Do j you or do you not remember having done that ? 
You should remembi about your friend Houseman, for whom your 
Witt \ kine, and ui Should remember about it. 


Mr. Auperzonois. I don’t remember the details of the cancellation 
of that t id program, in, bee: ise | haven't had the files. 

you a imple question ? Do you re- 

member whethe oF not you hac the ta k of determining whether or 


not the bill of Mec Housem un’ corporation, should be paid ¢ Do 


you re} nbe. ny Ren ehoak | at ¢ 

Mr. Avusersonois. That should not be my function and that was 
not under my job dese ption ind that was not my function, sir. | 
am e that, under the administrative system of the Voice of 
Ame? tl, 1 Was not my function to do it. I may have been asked to 
do it. which case it w: the ] dea ent of some body. It was to ask 


The CuarrmMan. Let us forget whether it was your function. Do 
ll] whethe you actu lly did. If you do not remember, tell 
nd, if you do remember, tell us yes. 
Aupersonois. I must say that I can not recall exactly how the 

thing happened. 

The Cuatrman. Do you recall anything about your passing upon 
this bill ? 

Mr. Aupersonots. No; I don’t remember even having seen the 
bill. 

Senator McCietian. Apparently here comes in a bill for services 
performed under a contract to su ipp ly to the Voice on the French 


desk certain materials for broadcasts. There are packaged programs, 
Would it not be a natural thing for whoever handles ye bills to 
ubmit it to your department for approval first, before it was paid? 


Would not that occur in the ordinary course of things ? 

Mr. Avupersonois. No, sir: it would not. 

Senator McCiLeLttan. How would they know whether you had 
received the material, and whether it had been used, and whether 
the contract had been performed ? 

Mr. Avupersonots. The evaluation of the sums, the amounts to be 
paid, were not our concern. 

nator McCietitan. This memorandum says that you stated the 
amount was justified. Do you say that you did or did not, when 
it was submitted to you, or re ferred to you, say it was justified ? 

Mr. Aunersonors. I don’t remember that material very well, and 
l would haveto see more of t] e bac ‘koround of the file, 

Senator McCLeLLan. You cannot say that you did or did not? 

Mr. Aupnersonots. No, sit 

Senator McCrietian. Can you say it was even submitted to you? 
Apparently it was. , 


— 


Qe rs oe 
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Mr. Avsersonots. It may have been. 

Senator McC.Letian. This memorandum says it was. 

Mr. Avupersonots. It may have been, but it was not my decision. 
My decision would not have been final, at least. 

Senator McCreiian. I did not say your decision was final. I sim- 
ply asked you if you know it was submitted to you first. 

Mr. AUBI RJONOIS, It seems to have been, according to that memo- 
randum. 

Senator McCietian. Do you have any recollection of it hav ing been 
submitted to you’ 

a AvusBersonots. No, I have a vague recollection of discussion on 
telephones, but not in looking at papers. 

Sen ator McCLeLuAn. Were you ¢ illed up and asked if it was O. K. 
whether it should be paid or not? Is that what you mean ? 

Mr. Aunersonois. It may have been. 

Senator McCLettan. It may have been? 

Mr. Aupersonotis. Yes. 

Senator McCietitan. Well, I am not trying to get you to say you 
remember ony daa. if you do not remember, say so, but apparently 
the bill came in, and that part of it at least was referred t you for 
t, as to whether it should 


your approv: al or your suggestions about 
be paid, and apparently you O. K.'d it. 

Mr. Ausersonots. I may have, but I don’t remember any of it 

Senator McCue. AN. Cou ld the committee draw any other con- 
clusion from these documents ? Could anyon dr: iw any other con- 
clusion, other than the fact it had been ie itted to you, and that 
you approved payment of it? Can you yourself draw any other 
conclusion ? 

Mr. AUBERJONOIS. Yes, because ] don’t believe that approval was 
requested. 

Senator McCiettan. I am not talking about whether it was re- 
quired, but could you draw any other conclusion from these records 
other than that the bill was submitted to you for your approval, and 
that vou did approve it ! 

Mr. Ausersonois. No, sir: I probably approved it, then. 

Senator McCrewuan. That is all. 

Senator Jackson. Did your wife work on program No. 3, the ser ipt 
Pictures of Hollywood ¢ 

Mr. Aupersonors. No, sir 

Senator Jackson. She _ not ? 

Mr. Avupersgonots. No, s 

Senator Jackson. W hat scripts did she work on? 

Mr. Avupersonots. Series No. 2. 

Senator Jackson. This is program No. 3, and not the series. This 
is program No. 5. 

Mr. Aupersonors. Of the third series? 

Senator Jackson. Well, it is just referred to as program No. 3, 
“Pictures of Hollywood, 1 script, $250,’ and then underneath it 
are 8 recordings of rough material. 

Mr. Auprersonots. No; she did not work on that at all. 

Senator Jackson. She did not? 

Mr. Aupergonots. No, sir. 
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Senator J ACKSON, Wl at We did your wite work on these scripts 4 
When was it? 

Mr. Ausersonors. It was in 1951, sir. In March, I believe, or April. 

Senator Jackson. March or April? 

Mr. Aupersonors. Yes, sir; if 1 remember correctly. 

Senator Jackson. Did she work on the “ICI New World” series ? 

Mr. Auspergonois. No, sir. 

Senator JAcKsSON. She did not? 

Mr. Ausersonors. No, sir; she worked on 3 scripts, 1 entitled “Nos 
talg@ia 1.’ Phe Madison Square Garden” Scrip 3a d1.“The Railroads 
of America.” 

I} » CHAIRMAN. \W | you produce those three scripts 

Mi AUBERJONOIS, I believe the have been sent to the committee, 

= ( J ACKSON. Were vou ever consulted about payment on those 

ots? 3 

Mir. Ausersonois. Consulted ? 

Senator Jackson. Were you ever consulted by people within the 
V with reference to pavimnent Oo the pre entation of vouchers by 
\I ¢ Did they ask vot about them’? Did they ask you whether 
they ld be paid?) That i imple questi n 

Mir. Aunernsonors. The esi ve r: certainly. 

or Jackson. What did you say‘ Did you recommend pay 

{ { Vou wife’ sc] pt 4 

Mr. Aunersonors. No; that was Mr. Houseman’s decision. 

S ator Ac KSON, Wi ll, hie | ami sure you are misinformed. Mr. 
Ho man would not pass on the question of whether they are going 

e paid. Certainly I hope it is for the Government agency to 
ec] when they are to be pa { Is it not a fact that from time to 
I they would consult you \ i reference to payments of scripts and 
ot] production work on part of Med Let me ask you that 
question. 
~ Mr. Avupersonors. On seripts, yes; I don’t believe that on payments 
my advice would be of much use to them. 

“ itor Jackson. But did they not consult you about whether the 

was worthy of payment or whether it should be disallowed ¢ 


Mr. AUBERJONOIS. 
peaking, ves; but, 
to be paid. 
Sen itor 


Mr. ¢ 
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it’ 


ete I bel 
t he 


eS nce CO 
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Senator JACKSON, 
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I would like t 


I do not know what exhibit —, this will be. 


lieve the editorial supervision, generally 
ntract was sloned, L believe that it t had 
have this marked as an exhibit, 
tness to see 1f he can retresh his recol 
I would like 
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vith my client ? 
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Mr. Avsersonots. It says, “In consultation with Mr. Auberjonois of 
the French unit, we have come to the follow ing conclusions about the 
above-listed claims.” 

Senator Jackson. What does it say in the next line? Read the 
next line. 

Mr. Aupersonors. | Reading:] “The claim of $250 for the script is 
justified.” And this is the third series. 

Senator Jackson. I understand that, but I understood your testi 
mony to be a little while ago, a moment ago, that you were not consulted 
about the scripts from Media. 

Mr. Auspersonots. I don’t believe that I had to be consulted, and 
why I was consulted, I would like to know. 

Senator Jackson. I did not ask you that. JI asked you whether you 
had been consulted, and does not that— 

Mr. Ausrersonots. No. 

Senator Jackson. What does that memorandum disclose ? That 
you had been consulted, does it not ? 

Mr. Aupersonots. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. All right. 

The Cuatrman. I am going to ask the Senators and counsel to cut 
the examination as short as we can. We have three other witnesses. 

Let me ask you just one question. Were you responsible for the 
discharge of Dr. Lenkeith ? 

Mr. Auprersonors. No, sir; I hired her. I did not fire her. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did she ever discuss with you the possibility of 
olVing her view to the Chambers article? 

Mr. Ausersonots. I think she discussed it with my successor, sir. 

The Cuamman,. Did she discuss it with you? That is the question. 

Mr. Al BERJONOIS. Of the book ¢ 

The CuatrmMan. Of the article. 

Mr. Aupersonots. Of the article? 

The CratrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Auprersonors. I believe she brought it up; yes. 

The Cuatrrman. Did you tell her that you t] ought that Chambers 
wasa psychopathic case, or something of that sort ? 

Mr. Aunersonorts. | opposed the review. 

The Cuatrman. Did you or did you not? 

Mr. Ausersonots. I opposed the first article, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. Pardon me? 

Mr. Ausersonots. I opposed the first article. 

The CuarrmMan. The question was, Did you tell her that you thought 
he wasa psychopathic ease ¢ 

Mr. Aupersonots. I don’t recall the terms I used exactly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you know whethet you told her substanti lly 
that? Just say yes or not. Do you think you did or you think you 
did not ? 

Mr. AUBERJONOIS. I have asked a few people since then, since we 
have discussed the matter. 

The CHairMan. Just try to answer it. Do you think you told her 
that or do you think you did not, or do you not remember ¢ 

Mr. Aup=rsonors. I don’t remember the terms at all, sir, and I may 
have; if I have, I know exactly what my position was on the first 
article. 
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The Cuarrman. Do you know now that you were violating State De- 
partment regulations when you had your wife accept money from 
Houseman ¢ 

Mr. Aupersonots. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You do not know it now? You do not know you 
were violating State Department regulations? 

Mr. Aunersonots. State Department regulations ? 

The CHarrRMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Augersonors. I would like to go into that further. Yes, sir. 

Phe Cnamman. Do you not recall your testimony in executive ses- 
sion: That attention was called to the fact that the employment should 
not be direct or indirect ¢ 

Mr. Avupersonors. I don’t remember the exact language of the 

‘I he CHAIRMAN. Did you 1 ot tate in the executive session that you 
realized now that vou had violated them? Did you not state in execu- 
tive session that vou realized you were violating the regulations, or do 
you not remembe1 that? 
~ Mr. Aupersonots. I do now. 

The CnatrMan. You now know you were violating State Depart- 
ment regulations ¢ 

Mr. Ausersonots. Yes, sir 

The Cuarrman. I may say this will be evidence, of course, called 
to the attention of the State Department. 

One other question. Y« ur wite w: as paid accordin x to the offic) als 
of Media in a manner—rather the payment to her was handled differ- 
ently from other script writers; and, instead of having Media pay her, 
we find that Media paid Mr. Houseman, and Mr. Houseman in turn 
paid your wife. We have his statement in which he says that he 
talked to you about that—or, I beg your pardon, that Mr. Hamilton, 
who apparently now is head of Media, talked to Mr. Houseman about 
it, and Mr. Houseman said he had discussed it with you and that that 
is the way you wanted the payments m: ade 

In other words, to have Media pay House man, and Houseman in 
turn pa d your wife. Is that. correct or not ? 

Mr. Ausersonois. That I had requested payments made? No, sir 

The Cuarrman. That you requested that the payments be made not 
directly from Media, but that the payments be made to Houseman and 
Houseman then woul: | pay your wife. 

Mr. Avpersonors. That would have made no difference. 

The Cuatrman. The question is, Did you request the payments to be 
made in that fashion. If you do not understand me, just tell me. Do 
you understand the question ¢ 

Mr. Ausersonors. Did I request indirect payment ? 

The CHatrmMan. Did you request that the payments to your wife, 
instead of being made direc tly from Media Corp., which is the normal 
procedure, that Media give John Houseman the money, so that House- 
man would appear on the books of the company as having received 
it, and Houseman would turn around and give your wite some money. 
Did you request the payment be handled in that fashion ? 

Mr. Avupersonors. IT don’t remember discussing that at all. sin 

The CHatrmMan. You do not remember that ? 

Mr. Aupersonots. No, sir 
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The Cuarrman. You do remember that you worked on the scripts 
for which your wife got paid, do you? 

Mr. Avuseryonots. No, sir. I have done work on every one of the 
scripts that Media has done, for editorial corrections, but the scripts 
were already developed. 

The CuatrmMan. Before your wife presented a script to Media, did 
you work on it / 

Mr. Aupersonotrs. Well, to a certain extent I did. 

The Cuairman. Did you do it during office hours? 

Mr. Aupergonots. No. sir. 

The CuHatrMan. Never? 

Mr. Avusergonols. No, sir. I have always given plenty of my own 
time to this program. 

The CHarrman. You may step down, sir. 

We have established that you are one of the three men who estab- 
lished policy for the Voice of America. There is no question about 
that, is there ? You are one of the three men who established pe licy 
for the Voice? 

Mr. Auspersgonots. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. If the Senators have no objection, we will introduce 
as an exhibit the document entitled “Media Productions,” dated Sep- 
tember 18, 1951, project No. 25. 

(The document referrred to was marked “Exhibit No. 25” and will 
be found in the appendix on p. 328.) 

The CuatrmMan. The document dated September 20, entitled “At- 
tention Mr. Cesanne,” will be accepted as an exhibit. | believe we 
have accepted all of the material you offered. 

(The document referred to was marked “Exhibit No. 26” and may 
be found in the files of the subcommittee.) 

Mr. Miepau. I would like to offer also the February 12, 1951, and 
February 12, 1952, scripts in evidence, and I would like to offer a paper 
referred to in one of the statements referred to the committee, dated 
February 1, with respect to cuts in WAE and POA funds. 

The CHAIRMAN. They W il] be accepted as exhibits. 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibit 27,” and “Ex- 
hibit 28,” respectively. Exhibit 27 may be found in the files of the 
subcommittee. Exhibit 28 will be found in the appendix on p. 328.) 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no question about the documents that I 
just gave the clerk. They came from the official files of the Voice. 

Mr. Conn. That is right, Mr. Chairman. 

The CyHatmrMan. We should mark as an exhibit also the document 
entitled “Trucking Notes,” and the memorandum from Mr. Auber- 
jonois regarding the six projects 

(The documents referred to were marked “Exhibit Nos. 29 and 30.” 
Exhibit 29 may be found in the files of the subcommittee. Exhibit 
30 will be found in the appendix on p. 329.) 

Mr. Micpau. Are we to hold ourselves in readiness or are you 
through ¢ 

The CHatrrMan. I am inclined to think that there will be nothing 
further we will want from your client. However, he will consider 
himself under subpena, and if we want him, the staff will notify you 
as to when he is wanted. 

If there is further evidence in regard to Mr. Auberjonois, he may 
want to testify or we may want him, I do not know. 
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Phe Cuamman. Mr. Lyons, would you step up, please. Will you 
raise your right hand. In this matter now before this committee, do 
you sol rape! swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but 
the truth, co he Ip. vou God ? 

Mr. Lyons. I do. 

The Crarrmman. T think the record should be clear that the staff 
called Mr. Lyons and asked him if he cared to come down and testify 
in view of the fact there was testimony regarding him this morning, 
ind Mr Lyons sald he would ( all back. He called ba k later and said 
he wanted to testify, so that he is given the privilege of coming down. 
You understand, Mr. Lyons, even though you request the right to 
ippear, Vout! tral sport ition fees are pa al. the same as though you are 
under subpena. 

Mr. Lyons. I understand. 


TESTIMONY OF ROGER LYONS, THE DIRECTOR OF RELIGIOUS 
PROGRAMING OF THE VOICE OF AMERICA 


The CrratrmmMan. Mr. Lyons, w ae is your position with the Voice? 

Mr. Lyons. I am the Director Re ligious P rograming, 

The CHarrMaAn. Now, dee this committee is not at all con 
cerned with the religious beliefs of any witness or any Government 
employee. Eve ry man has a right to belong tO any church group or 

o church group, be an agnostic or an atheist, or whatever he cares 
to be in this country. However, in view of the fact that you are in 
charge ¢ f the desk having to do with religious one imine, it does 
become important to know whether or not you area 1 atheist or agnos- 
tic Ol wl ether yo ’ do go to some « hurch. 

The statement has been made that you are al atheist, so if you do 

ot ml ad. we will vO into that question. Do you @o to anv chure] 


12 
Mi Ly INS, | do not belon of »any affiliated church organization. 
The CHatrMan. How lone since you have gone to either a church 


wroone ¢ 


Mr. Lyons. Approximately a month ago, 
The CuatrMan. Do vou attend any church or any synagogue, or 


v house of worship of a1 y kind regularly ? 

Mr Lyo NS, NO; I do not. 

The CuarrmMan. Do you contribute to any church ? 
Mr. Lyons. Yes: I have, 


Phe Cuarman. How much have you contributed over the past 5 
vears ¢ 

Mr. Lyons. I only reeall one contribution to a church organization, 
and that was recently. I wave S10 to the church in my ne iohborhood. 

The Cnarrman. Normally, I would not care what ‘church you had 
contributed to, but so the staff can check on that, IT will ask vou what 
ehurech you contributed to, 

Mr. Lyons. St. Paul’s Lutheran Church, in West Englewood, N 

The CyarrMan. You do not claim to be a Lutheran ? 

Mr. Lyons. I do not. 

The Cuarrman. You do not claim to belong to any religious group? 

Mr. Lyons. I do not. 

The (CHAIRMAN. How would you describe yourself ? Would you 
describe yourself as an atheist, agnostic, a Christian, or Jewish, or 
how do you describe yourself? 
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Mr. Lyons. I am not an atheist, or an agnostic. I believe in God. 

The Cramman. Do you think that a man who is in charge of re- 
ligious programing might do a better job if he belonged to some 
church himself and were a regular churchgoer ¢ 

Mr. LYONS. Not necessarily. 


The CHairman. Well, not necessarily, but would not you think 
that ordinarily ¥ you are selecting a man to head a so-called religious 
desk, you would t ind get a man who cid belong to some religious 
group yé 


Mr. Lyons. No. 

The CuarmMan. Did you write a thesis for Columbia University 
Mr. LYONS. I have. 

The Cuatrman. What was the subject / 

Mr. LYONS. ‘Toward | Cleare) ( riterion ot Moral Value. 

The Cuamman. A clearer criterion of moral value/ Did you ex 


press an opinion in that whether you believed in a Divine Being? 
Mr. Lyons. I did not. 
The CuHatrMan. You te n that thes Ss, You dia not express an 
( pinion as to whethe1 you bel eved 1] God or now! 
Mr. Lyons. I did not. 
The Cuairman. Do you have a copy of that thesis available / 


Mr. Lyons. I do. 

The CHainman. You do not have it with you? 

Mr. L.YONs. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the stafl have that ? | may says Mi (Ey VOUS, 
your name only came up this morning, and I had never heard of your 
hame before, so we know very little about you at this time. We will 
want a copy of that thesis. 

In view of the fact you requested the right to appear, I think that 
you should be given complete freedom to make any statement that you 
care to at this time, and I intended to have you do that before I ques 
tioned you, if you have any statement you cal » to make. 

Mr. Lyons. I have a statement in reference to the statement made 
this morning concerning my professed atheism. 

The Cuairman. You may make the statement. 

Mr. Lyons. The statement is as follows: I do believe in God, and 
I would not have accepted the position of Religious Director of Reli 

1 
| 


cious Programing if I had not believed in God, and I realize the im 
portance of emphasizing religious and moral factors in the Voice Of 
America broadeasts. Beeause I believe n thre Importance of these 
Lroadeasts, | accepted the position, | have been in the present por 

tion for 18 months, and I have statements from the religious advisory 


panel of the information program Consisting ot distinguished rellg 


ious leaders stating that since I have been i position there has 
been a marked lmprovement n both the qual C\ and quantity of 
religious programing on the Voice of Amertea 

] also have letters from cle royimen ot all faiths testify ing that I have 


} 


done a good job in the areas under my responsib lity. 

Senator Jackson. Have you had any religious education? I did 
not mean to interrupt. Are you finished ¢ 

Mr. LYONS. My I't ligious education was not of the formal kind. I 
am Jewish by background. I studied religion at Columbia University 
in connection with writing my philos ophie: al thesis. 

Senator Jackson. Did you major in religion / 
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Mr. Lyons. No; I majored In philosophy. 

Senator JAcKson. You are head of the religious desk of the Voice 
of America. What particular qualifications did you feel that you had 
that would be helpful in view of this important assignment / 

Mr. Lyons. I was about to tell you. 

Senator Jackson. Will you proceed / 

Mr. Lyons. In connection with my thesis I studied religion in Union 
Theological Seminary, which is a branch of Columbia University. 
There I studied mostly under a Prof. Paul Tillich, who inspired me 
to become very, very interested in this whole subject, and I organized 
of my own volition and with his approval a seminar with Professor 
Tillich, who is a teacher of the philos sop hy of re ligion and systems itic 
theology in Union, a seminar on religion at which he gave a weekly 
lecture at various times with some regularity over a period of 3 years. 

Senator Jackson. Is this in connection with your master’s degree? 

Mr. Lyons. This was entirely on my own initiative. It happens 
to be that Professor Tillich was one of my advisers in connection with 
my thesis, but this further work was because of my own spontaneous 
interest in the spiritual factors 

The CHarrman. Do I understand the thesis was submitted in con- 
nection with your getting your master’s degree ? 

Mr. Lyons. No; it was submitted in connection with my getting my 
Ph. D. degree in the department, the graduate department of philos- 
ophy. Idid not get it. I have passed all of the requirements except 
that when my thesis came up for approval in the final oral exam, I 
was asked to revise it. 

The CuarrmMan. Your thesis was not accepted / 

Mr. Lyons. It was not accepted. It was not rejected, either, but 
they asked that I revise it. 

The CuarrmMan. Could you tell us something about that thesis, in 
that did you indicate that you believed in a Divine Being, or did you 
indicate that you did not? 

Mr. Lyons. I did not indicate either that I believed in a Divine 
Being or that I did not, because the thesis had to do with an attempt 
to discuss the meaning of certain words, and the clarification of cer- 
tain statements, in order that a principle of moral value might be 
stated, which might or might not be acceptable. It was nota question 
of belief. 

The CHarrmMan. Do you have any objection to our making your 
thesis an exhibit ? 

Mr. Lyons. Notatall. Ihave some further remarks to make about 
my background. 

I also studied psychology and religion in Switzerland from 1946 to 
1948. 

Senator Jackson. What school ? 

Mr. Lyons. I studied with Prof. Karl Jung. 

Senator Jackson. What school ? 

Mr. Lyons. There was no school. It was a private thing. After 
the war was over, I voluntarily became interested in this whole sub- 
ject, and I went over to study with him. The School of Analytical 
Psychology, if you want to have a name for it. 

Senator Jackson. In his house? 

Mr. Lyons. Notinhishouse. I lived in Switzerland and I attended 
classes there, and I studied with individuals. 
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The Cuamman. You attended a School of Analytical Psychology. 
That is the name of the school ? 

Mr. Lyons. That is the name of the sé hool that Professor Jung calls 
his school. 

The Cuarrman. How many students attended ? 

Mr. Lyons. I was one of the first. At the time I came over after 
the war, there was no formal study at that time, but later. 

The CuatrrmMan. You were the first student ? 

Mr. Lyons. I was one of the first students to come over from 
America. 

The Cu AIRMAN, You were the only student for a while? 

Mr. Lyons. There wasn’t any formal curriculum. 

The Cu AIRMAN, Were you the only student in this field ? 

Mr. LYONS. a here may have bee n others. but | don’t know I 
I think others came in to study privately, but not under any formal 


hem. 


organization which might be called: — 

The CuHatrmMan. That is rather an unusual school with only one 
student. 

Mr. Lyons. That increased with the time, because the war pre- 
vented a great many students. 

The CHATRMAN. What is his religious background ? 

Mr. Lyons. His religious background, he is the son of a clergyman, 
and he has never professed himself as to any particular religious 
belief, but he has a great interest in the spiritual factors that are 
involved in analytical psychology or depth psychology, as it is some- 
times called. 

The Cuarrman. This professor under whom you studied, as far as 
you know, does not go to any church or synagogue ¢ 

Mr. Lyons. I don’t know. 

The CHarrMan. Well, now, if you studied with him, you are 
studying religion, I assume you would know. 

Mr. Lyons. I studied religion but not in connection with his chureh- 
going activities. 

The Cratrman. If you were a one-man school, a one-man pro 
fessor was teaching, studying religion, would you not be interested 
in knowing whether this man was afliliated with any church ? 

Mr. Lyons. As a matter of fact, I didn’t study with him directly, 
because he was too busy to see me, and I studied mostly with his 
associates, and I don’t believe that all spiritual interest in spiritual 
matters revolve solely about the church. 

The CHAIRMAN. ] am not saying they do, and let us make it very 
clear, we are not at all critical of you for your decision to LO to 
church or not to go to church. You have a perfect right to do what 
the devil you please in this country. The only question is whether 
or not a man whom witnesses say is an athiest, and you say that you 
are not—good—you say you do not go to any church. The question is 
whether it would be better to have a man heading the religious desk 
who clearly believes in a church. 

Mr. Lyons. I think one of the reasons it is almost a good thing that 
a man does not have a particular religious affiliation in connection 
with this job is because we are not dealing with any one particular 
religion, or any one particular denomination. It is necessary to deal 
in my job with areas of the world that are largely non-Christian, 


such as areas which are Buddhist, Moslem, Hindu, and so forth. 
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A man who is professed to belong to { ny particular denomination 
might very easily be prejudiced so that he could not deal objectively 
with these points of view, especially in a country where there is tree 
dom of wot ship such as you have described. I believe one advantage 
oft not belonging to any party ular group 1s that one can work with 
all of them. and | believe that | have done that successfully. 

The CHAIRMAN, We do not press the fact that a man who Is an 
athiest might not be a great proponent of freedom of religion, and he 
might do an excellent job. I do not know. 

Mr. Lyons. I have denied that I am an athiest. 

The CHarrMan. Freedom of religion means freedom not to have 
any religion at all, too. We are just trying to get at the truth of the 
matter at this time. 

Is there anything further? 

Senator McCievian. I have just one or two questions. 

As I recalled the testimony of this morning, it was by Dr. Cocutz. 
It was to the effect that Mr. Kretzmann had made the statement to 
him that he had said, as I recall, to some religious group that came 
to see him, that you were al atheist. 

Mr. Lyons. I believe Mr. Kretzmann will testify—— 

Senator McCiet.an. He has not yet testified. so that I do not 
know whether he will confirm or deny that, but I was going to ask 
you, do you know of any reason why, if he did, Mr, Kretzmann should 
have made any statement ¢ 

Mr. Lyons. I know of no reason why, and I do not believe that he 
made such a statement. 

Senator MCCLELLAN. May I ask you this one furthe question now ¢ 
Have you heretofore publicly, either in your writings or other occa- 
sions, announced your profession or belief in God ? 

Mr. Lyons. I have. 

Senator McCretian. Publicly, I mean. 

Mr. Lyons. I don’t know what you mean by “publicly.” 

Senator McCLeLLAN. I mean where people could hear you and know 


it. 

Mr. Lyons, I can get affidavits from individuals. 

Senator McCieitan. I am just asking you for information, and if 
you have, that is fine. 

Mr. Lyons. I want to know if “publicly” means one person or does 
t mean to the press, or does it mean—I am not clear what you mean by 
“publicly.” I don’t get up in front of a group and say to them, “I 
believe In God.” 

Senator McCiettan. Have you ever had occasion before where 
ere Was al interest manifested to declare your position Or your 
lief? , 

Mr. Lyons. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCiectan. And I will assume that on the other occasions 
you have said that you believed in God ? 

Mr. LYONS. | have. 

Senator McCietian. That is all. 

Phe CHaiman. Who placed you in this particular job? 

Mr. Livons. Mr. Alfred Puhan, I believe, was the most responsible 
person but I also think that Mr. Kretzmann in conjunction with him 
was urging that a director of religious programing be appointed, and 
since Mr. Puhan is my superior in the operational part of the Voice 


or 


I 
l 
[ 





STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM 303 


of America, he would be the man that actually put me in that position. 

The Cuairman. Did Mr. Kretzmann ask you if you believed in a 
Divine Being when he put you in charge of this desk ¢ 

Mr. Lyons. No, he did not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Did he indicate any Interest s nee then as to whether 
or not you did or did not believe in a Divine Being / 

Mr. Lyons. He did not. 

The CHarmman. Whom did you use as your references when you 
applied fora job at the State Department ¢ 

Mr. Lyons. That was some 10 years ago, Senator. 

The CHarMan. Would you know whom you used ¢ 

Mr. Lyons. I do not remember offhand who they were. 

The CHarrman. When did you graduate? Did you graduate from 
Columbia ? 

Mr. Lyons. No: I graduated from Hamilton College 

The Cuatrman. When did you last go to Columbia ‘ 

Mr. Lyons. My thesis was reviewed in 1950. 

The CHamman. When did you last go to Columbia ? 

Mr. Lyons. I was still studying there—lI last attended as a student 
in 1943, I believe. 

The Cu AIRMAN, When did you oraduate from Hamilton 4 

Mr. Lyons. In 1936 

The Crarrman. Do you know Mr. Reed Harris? 

Mr. Lyons. I only know of him by name. 

The Cuatrman. I have just one further question. Would you care 
to tell us why you refused to revise your thesis and what revisions 
you were asked to make in it ? 

Mr. LYONS. I didn’t say I refused to revise my thesis. 

The CHAIRMAN. ] am sorry. | thought that the testimony was 
that you had. 

Mr. Lyons. Oh, no. 

The CuarrMan. Was it not suggested that you revise your thesis 
when you came up for graduation, in the or: al examination / 

Mr. Lyons. It was sug; Saad at that time that if I wanted a doctor 
of philosophy degree, I would have to revise my thesis. 

The CHatrmMan. And you refused / 

Mr. LYONS. I cid not refuse. 

The CHatrrMan. Did you revise it ? 

Mr. LYONS. I am in the process of revising it. and I hope I shall 
have enough time to do so. 

The CuHatrMan. What revisions were suggested / 

Mr. Lyons. That is rather difficult to say. Some professors told 
me to cut it and I could simplify it, and I went to every one of the 
professors to : ask them, but they were not very clear as to just what | 
should do with it. 

The Cuatmrman. Thank you very much. 

Senator Jackson. Do you be long to any fraternal organizations / 

Mr. Lyons. No, I do not. 

Could I make one further statement? It seems to me that the 
statement of Mr. Cocutz was made second- or at least third-hand. 
and there was no attempt to verify, either on his part or on the part 
of the committee, whether this statement of his was true or false. ] 
think that there is something wrong with committee procedure. 


29708—53—pt. 4-6 
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Senator Jackson. Do you not think the committee has been pretty 
fair? You were asked to come down here right away, and Dr. Cocutz 
testified about your beliefs based on what Mr. Kretzmann had testified 
to, and you were notified immediately and had a chance to be heard 
today. 

Mr. Lyons. But this was released to the press. 

Senator Jackson. You are here before the press now to answer it, 
and this is a pretty serious charge. You are in charge of the religious 
desk. 

The Cuamman. This committee has no right of censorship over a 
vitness, and you come on the stand and we do not know what you are 
roing to te stify to, and you can make a statement saying that John 
Jones has been guilty of a certain act. We cannot order you not to. 
All we can do, I think, is what we did today, and I wonder if you 
have any sis suggestions—we promptly ¢ alled vou and told you we 
woul pay your expe hses down he ‘re an d your expenses ba ck, so you 
lose no money by this. You first said you did not know whether you 
wanted to come or not. 

Mr. Lyons. I never said that. I knew that I wanted to come. 

The CuarrMan. You told the staff you would call them back and let 
hem know. 

Mr. Lyons. I had to find out whether I could make arrangements. 

The CHatrMan. We called you down here and let you answer this, 
and if vou think there is something further we can do, any further 
vitnesses to call, we will be glad to. However, you can see this 
committee has no right ot censorship over a witness. We call the wit- 
nesses and ask them to tell us the truth. 

\ witness was on the stand this morning, and if he thought the 
head of the religious desk was an atheist, I think he had a duty to tell 
that tothe committee. He did tell that to the committee. 

We have Mr. Kretzmann here now, and we have other witnesses. I 
would suggest that you wait and listen to the other witnesses, and you 
may want to be heard again when they get through. 

The staff tells me there are other witnesses who will give testimony 
along the same line that Mr. Cocutz did this morning. 

Mr. Lyons. But absolutely anybody, whether a responsible or ir- 
responsible person, can give such testimony, and when it gets into the 
press it is bound to possibly reflect on the character or personality of 
the individual. 

Senator JAcKson. What more could this committee have done? 

Mr. Lyons. I would suggest that the committee could have heard 
this testimony in private, and have attempted to check it with the 
party that told it, and also have come to me and asked me. Even Mr. 
Cocutz didn’t have the common decency to ask me whether there was 
any basis for his statement. 

Senator Jackson. Even if it had been heard in executive session 
it would have to come out in public, because it is your word against 
hisand Mr. Kretzmann’s; is that not right ? 

Mr. Lyons. I am just saying the way I believe it should have been 
done. 

The CHamMan. Your suggestion is that the committee hear all 
witnesses In executive session first, so that we will know what they will 
testify in public session; is that your answer ? 
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Mr. Lyons. I think certain statements that are made should be 
verified, or checked, before they are released to the press. 

The CnarrMan. I am glad to get advice at any time at all. 

Mr. Lyons. You asked me what I thought. 

The CuarrMan. It is your suggestion now that all witnesses should 
be heard in executive session, and maybe it is a good idea. Is it your 
suggestion that all witnesses should be heard in executive session so 
that if they are going to charge anyone, or rather, give any testimony 
of a derogatory nature, that can be checked before it is done in public 
session? Now, that may be a good suggestion, and I am wondering 
if that is your suggestion. 

Mr. Lyons. That is a sood sugge sstion, if you mean by “executive 
session” —oe 

The CHairman. Let us assume that we heard Mr. Cocutz in execu 
tive session, and he said that the head of the religious desk was an 
atheist; and you come before the committee and you say that you are 
not, in executive session. Is it your thought then that we should take 
your word for it rather than Cocutz’, and forget about it ? 

Mr. Lyons. There was an intermediary here. Mr. Cocutz was of 
the opinion that he heard from Mr. Kretzmann that I professed not 
to believe in God. Mr. Kretzmann was not consulted as to whether 
he made this statement, and I was not consulted as to whether this 
statement was true, and I think that that was a means of verification 
which could have taken place without having this situation arise at all. 

The CHarrMAN. I may say, sir, that there is considerable merit to 
what you say generally, and that is, that before a statement is made, an 
adverse statement is made by someone at a public session, the com- 
mittee should try to check it completely. Had we heard this witness 
in executive session, we would be able to question you a lot better to- 
day, also. We would have that thesis which you wrote, and we would 
know what you said, and we would run down a lot of additional infor- 


mation in regard to you. As it is, we are questioning you more or less 
inthedark. Unfortunately, we cannot hear all witnesses in executive 
session, and we have no right to censor what the ‘vy are going to say. Lf 


they tell the truth, good; and if they perjure themselves, action is 
taken. 

I want to thank you very much. 

Mr. Kretzmann, please. 

Raise your right hand, Mr. Kretzmann. 

In this matter do you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. KrerzMann. So help me God; yes, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF EDWIN M. J. KRETZMANN, POLICY ADVISER OF 
THE VOICE OF AMERICA, DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


The Cuatrman. Give us your full name. 

Mr. KretzMann. Edwin M. J. Kretzmann. 

The Cuatrman. You are Policy Director for the Voice? 

Mr. Krerzmann. Policy Adviser is the exact title, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Auberjonois is one of your assistants, and Mr. 
Knox is the other assistant ? 

Mr. Kretzmann. Mr. Knox is the Deputy Policy Adviser, and M1 
Auberjonois is Special Assistant to the Director assigned to me for 
duty. 
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Phe Cuamman. How would you describe that chain of command ¢ 
You are No. l man, and who is No. vet 

Mr. KrerzMann. Mr. Knox. 

The CrarrmMan, And the n Mr. Auberjonois? 

Mr. KrerzmMann. Yes, s 

The Cuatrman. We cae a document before us this morning with 
some penciled notations on it, and your name was written on it in 
longhand. and someone’s initials. I could not make out whose initials 
they were. I wonder .t vou have identified that document and the 
notations were Do you know about the testimony this morning 
in regard to this parti _— anti-Communist seript ? 

Mr. KrerzMann. No, sir; I have not seen the transcript. I have 
seen only some of the news reports, and that is why I came down. 

Che Cuamrman. Did you see enough to know who had put the per 
ciled notations on that particular script 

Mr. KrerzMann. If you have it there, I can identify it in a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The reporter 1s hs aving it p shotost: ited now. so we 
do not have it here. I wondered if you knew enough about it to be 
able to tell us that. 

Mr. Krerzmann. As I remember it, it wasn’t a script. It was a 
document from Dr. Cocutz, which I had reviewed by a number of 

ompetent people in the office, including Bertram Wolfe and M. 
Gordon Knox, who is, I believe, the man. 

Che CHainman. Bertram Wolfe / 

Mr. KrerzMAnn. Yes, si 

The CHairman. Do you know that Bertram Wolfe admits having 
belo ced to the Communist Party ¢ 

Mr. Krerzmann. Yes, sir; that is why we hired him. 

The Cuarrman. Do you think that he is anti-Communist now / 

Mr. KrerzmMann. Very much so, sir. I think he is one of the most 
effective persons we have. 

Phe CHarrman. Have you reviewed his writings, ever ? 

Mr. KrerzMann. I think that I have read in almost everything he 
has written, and I wouldn’t swear to it, because he has written many 
things. but I have looked into most of his work. 

Phe Cramman. Are you aware of the fact that Congressman Bus 
hy made aspeech about Bertram Wolfe over in the House, and that the 
State De p irtment assigned a man to analyze the statements made by 
Bushey. in defense of Bertram Wolfe? In other words, his task was 
to prepare documentary proof showing that Bertram Wolfe was an 

tive anti-Communist and had left the party sometime in 1929 or 
193 \re you aware of that fact? 

Mr. Krerzmann. I was not aware that Mr. Busbey had made that 
ment. or of the rest of if. But I do know that Mr. Wolfe left the 
Communist Party and has become very active in fighting against it 

Phe Cuamman. Do you know that the State Department did assign 

the task of analy ZING the record ot Mr. Wolfe and elvinge a 
report on whether or not he is still a Communist or whether he is 
tually anti Communist ? Are you aware of that? 

Mr. KrerzmMann. I was not so informed officially, sir, but I did 
hear rumors that they were reviewing his writings. 

The CuatrMan. You know that was done? 

Ir. KrerzMann. Yes; unofficially. 
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The Cuamman. Have you seen the report which that State Depart- 
ment employee has written on Bertram Wolfe? 

Mr. KrerzMann. I have not. 

The (CHAIRMAN. You know that Bertram Wolfe broke with the 
Stalinists at the time that Lovestone broke ? 

Mr. KrerzMann. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrMan. At that time there was an ide ologi al break because 
of the fiolt over who should run the party. l am thinking of the 
original break. 

Mr. Krerzmann. To the best of my knowledge, and I have talked 
this over with Mr. Wolfe many times, it was an ideological break from 
the very beginning. 

The Cuatrman. In any event, you consider him an active anti- 
Communist at this time ? 

Mr. KrerzmMann. I consider him a very active and effective anti- 
Communist. 

The Cuatrrman. Would you consider him anti-Marxist ? 

Mr. KrerzMann. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairnman. Do you have any distinction in your mind between 
the two. communism and Marxism 2 

Mr. KrerzMann. Quite a good deal. The formula that Mr. Wolfe 
uses 1s to plas off Marx against Lenin, and Lenin against St lin, and 
the fac ts of history against all three of them. 

The CuarrMan. So that you have a distinction in your mind be- 
tween Marxism and communism ? 

Mr. KrerzMann. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, in view of the fact you asked to come down 
today, we should first hear anv statement vi have to make before 
we clo any further questioning. 

Mr. Kr rZMANN. Well, as | sa a, I havet { seen the testimot V. but 
from the news report of it it seemed to me that several things have 
been placed in wrong perspective, and I came down to see if I could 
help. 

The Cnatmman. In view of the fact you have asked to come down 
and be heard, do you not think it would be better if you had first 


seen the testimony ind read it? Otherwise. how can vou answer 


the testimony ? l am only Suggesting this to you. I a olad to he ir 
you right how if you want to be heard. 

Mr. KrerzMann. I thought it was essential that we clear up some 
of these misunderstand os, Wilt h were qu ited the p per. 

The Crarreman. Did vou ever have any conversation with Dr. 
Cocutz about Mr. Lyons? 

Mr. KrerzMann. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrrman. Did you discuss the question of whether or not 
he had any belief in a Divine Being? 

Mr. KretzMANN. Not in that form or under that particul ir heading. 

The Crarmman. Or believe in God—any way you want. 

Mr. KrerzMann. I believe I narrated to Mr. Cocutz the story which 
is involved in his misunderstanding of this. 

The Cramman. Will you tell us about it? 

Mr. KrerzmMann. May I tell it, sir? 

The Cuarrman. All right, if you will. 

Mr. KrerzMann. I was asked at one time by a superior in the De- 
partment of State what was Roger Lyons’ specific religious sectarian 
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adherence. My answer was that that was not a pertinent question for 
him to ask; and laughingly I added, “For all I know, he may be an 
atheist.” ’ 

This I knew not to be a fact, because I had talked to Mr. Lyons pre- 
viously. My remark was only intended to underscore the fact that his 
religious sectarian preference was not essential to his job, and I did 
not believe that a superior should inquire about a man’s specific reli 
gious beliefs. 

This, in Mr. Cocutz’ mind, I am afraid, has been transferred into 
somethin o quite different. 

I would like to hasten to add that I do not think an atheist could 
do M1 Rove Lyons’ job, ind I knew that he was not. and therefore 
I cor rred in hi appoll tment after having talked to him. He isa 
Mani ¢ f prot ! d re| 10 is belief , al d he h is done a magnificent job 
in stepping up the religious output of the Voice. 

The Cuarrman. Did you hear the testimony of Mr. Lyons 

Mr. KrerzMAnn. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrrmMan. To the effect that you had not a ked him about 
whether he had any religious beliefs? Do I understand your testi 
mony to be that vou did ask him ? ; 

Mr. KrerzMann. When I was informed by Mr. Puhan that he 


The Cuarrmman. Is Mr. Lyons still here ? 


TESTIMONY OF ROGER LYONS, THE DIRECTOR OF RELIGIOUS 
PROGRAMING OF THE VOICE OF AMERICA—Resumed 


The Cnatrrman. Mr. Lyons, I do not like to rely on my memory 
alone. Did vou not testify that Mr. Kretzmann did not ask you 
whether or not vou believed in God? 

Mr. Lyons. He didn’t ask me the question specifically, and he didn’t 
say, “Mr. Lyons, do you believe in God?” That is true. 

I don’t remember his asking me. He might have asked the question, 
and I don’t remember his putting it that way. 

The CnarrmMan. Thank vou very much. 

All right, proceed, Mr. Kretzmann. 


TESTIMONY OF EDWIN M. J. KRETZMANN, POLICY ADVISER OF 
THE VOICE OF AMERICA—Resumed 


Mr. KrerzMann. When I was informed by Mr. Puhan that he was 
contemplating the appon tment of Mr. Lyons to be director of reli- 
gious programs, I asked for an opportunity to interview him. I re- 
member it lasted some time, at least more than half an hour, in which 
I was trving to assure myself that this was the kind of a man with 
profound religious convictions who could run our religious programs, 

h I took a verv great and vital interest. 
The Cuarrman. Did you ask him whether he attended any church ? 
Mr. Krerzmann. No, sir: I did not. I did not believe it was my 


job to ask him that. 


1? 


The CHarmman. I do not mean that. JI did not mean as to what 
church, but were vou not interested in whether he attended some 
church or some synagogue? If you are hiring a man to head up the 
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religious desk, would you not normally want to know whether he at- 
tended some church or not ¢ 

Mr. KrerzMann. | do not believe that is necessary, sir. I was con- 
vinced after talking to him that he was a man with profound religious 
convictions, a deep belief in God, and that was enough. 

The Cuairman. Did you ask him whether he believed in God ¢ 

Mr. Krerzmann. Not specifically. 

The CHarrman. Well, now, why would you not ask that? 

Mr. Krerzmann. I think that that is a question that a man shouldn't 
ask another. 

The CuHarrman. You think you should not ask him that, if you are 
going to have him head up a religious desk? We are talking about 
religious desk. You are dealing with the Creator. You are dealing 
with the belief in God. Did you not ask the man, “Do you believe in 
God? Are you an atheist or an agnostic, or not $? 

Mr. KretzMann. No, sir; but I do not believe it is necessary to ask 
the question in that blunt fashion. As I say, 1 was convinced after 
talking to him. 

The CuatrmMan. What did you ask him? You did not ask him 
whether he believed in God, and you did not ask him whether he at- 
tended any church. How did you convince yourself that he had this 
deep religious feeling ? 

Mr. KrerzMann. | discussed with him his general outlook on life, 
and his attitude toward our religious programing, and his belief in the 
fact that this type of programing was a genuine and true projection 
oft America, and that it would doa g 
‘These are the factors that we discussed. 

| have a great deal of skill sir, in interrogation, having done it dur- 
ing the war for many years; and as an indirect way of getting at it 
which I think is perhaps better than a blunt question, I was convinced 
that he was a good man for that job after I had talked to him. 

The Cuatrman. Are there any questions 

Senator Jackson. Did you ask him about his religious education ¢ 

Mr. KrerzMann. Yes: I remember he told me about his studies 
in Switzerland, and he told me about his studies in ¢ olumbia, and I 
did not LO into great detail. But I was satisfied that he had concerned 
himself with religious problems in a very broad way. 

Senator Jackson. Who previously held that assignment ? 

Mr. KRETZMANN. The man im iecliately preceding him was a Mr. 
Wilbur, who was an elder in the Presbyterian Church and who was 
extremely satisfactory for this post, but had to leave us to go with 
a private broadcasting station, I believe nh Washu rLON. 

Senator Jackson. He had a background in religious training? 

Mr. Krerzmann. Mr. Wilbur, you mean ? 

Senator Jackson. Yes. He had been active in his church ? 

Mr. KrerzmMann. Very active, and I assume that an elder in the 
Presbyterian Church has a good background. 

The Cuarrman. Was there any further statement you wanted to 
make ? 

Senator McCtetxan. I do not quite understand your not asking any 
questions about his belief in God. You talked to him about 30 min- 
utes, you said. 

Mr. Krerzmaw. Sir. I believe ] asked him that question, but I didn’t 
ask it to him that bluntly, “Do you believe in God ¢” 


reat deal to combat communism. 


, 
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Senator McCieiian. I did not necessarily mean that bluntly, and 
I am simply trying to find out. You say you came to the conclusion 
that he had : i profound belief in re ‘ligion and God. 

Mr. KrerzMann. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCietian. I am just wondering, since you apparently 
did not ask thos se ques tions or did not ask them blun tly. what did you 
ask him or what did he say that gave you that conviction? What 
gave you that belief? Can you give us anything? You just say, 
“T talked to him and came to that conclusion.” Can you tell us any 
thing upon which you based that conclusion / 

Mr. KrerzMann. I discussed his attitude toward life with him, and 


I discussed his philosophy toward life, and it was obvious that he was 
motivated by very profound spiritual ideals. In this way I came to 
the conclusion eciaal asking the direct que stion, that he would ap 
preciate the wales ot religious broad asting and could do it very well. 


Phe Cramman. Are there any further questions ? 

I have m any questions that I wanted to ask, but you were allowed 
to come back today because you requested the opportunity to come 
down. We have a good deal to interrogate you on later, but we are 
not prevented to do it today. 

Mr. Conn. Mr. Kretzmann, we also had some testimony here this 
morning from Dr. Cocutz regarding a meeting, a policy meeting of 
the Eastern European Division which took place on Friday at noon, 
and at which you presided. Do you recall such a meeting ? 

Mv KrerzMANN. Yes,sir. It is held every day at noon. 

Mr. Conn. Fine. Now, do you recall having in your hand a wire 
service dispatch of a statement by Secretary Dulles on the subject of 
congressional sevadiineathaen: and on the subject of his attitude in not 
defer | hg mistakes made by his predecessors / x ou know the one to 
which I refer. 

Mr. Krerzmann. I had it in my hand, and I read it to the meeting 
at the beginning of the meeting. 

Mr. Conn. Did you characterize that statement as “most 
depressing” ¢ 

Mr. Krerzmann. I believe the phrase I used was “rather 
depressing.” 

Mi a Did you think it was proper for you, as policy adviser of 
the Voice of America, a subsidiary to the Department of State, to 
characterize a statement by the Secretary of State in an official policy 
meeting as, “rather de} yressina’’ ? 

Mr. KretTzMann. ie I be permitted to say why I considered 
rather depressing ¢ 

Mr. Conn. Certainly. 

Mr. Krerzmann. I have no objection, as the Senator knows, to be- 
ing investigated by Congress. I put myself on record; I have co- 
operated with the investigators, and I have done everything they 
asked me . do. The part I referred to as “rather depressing” in the 
statement by the Secretary was the fact that the concept of the loyal 
civil servant seems to have been lost sight of—the civil servant who 
swears his allegiance to the United States Government and who, when 
there is a change in the administration, carries on serving as loyally 
the new administration as he did the old—and it was depressing to me 
that that concept was not recognized in his statement. 
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I might add here, sir, that on November 5. Fulton Lewis. Jr.. criti- 
cized the Voice for Cae asting a ve ry favorable commentary on the 
enormous victory of General Eise nhower in the presidential election, 
and he criticized us for it as being “turncoats.”. My comment at the 
time was, “What did he expect us to do? Keep on plugging for 
Truman ¢” 

The CHarrMan. Had the Voice been plugging for Truman 4 

Mr. Krerzmann. When he was our boss, yes, sir; it was his policy. 

Well. I think the Voice as a whole has been just as loyal to the new 
administration as it was to the old. 

Mr. Coun. You consider it loyalty, in your capacity as chief policy 
adviser, at a meeting at which people under you on questions of 
policy are receiving instructions from you, and inte rpretatl ons from 
you, to characterize a statement by Secretary Dulles as “rather de 
pressing” ¢ ; 

Mr. Kretzmann. May I remind you first that these are classified 
meetings, in which I discuss very often fairly highly classified matter, 
and it was not gener: ality expected that the remarks made in there 
woul | be made pub lie. 

Secondly, this is a very definite morale problem for us in New Yo K, 
where a great many peo} le have been working themselves to death 
trying to do this job, and who feel that they aren't being supported, 
or that their efforts to wage psychological warfare are not being 
properly recognized by the present administration. This will come 
in time, I am sure. 

Mr. Coun. And until that comes, you feel that it is propel for 
you in addressing’ the chiefs of these divisions to characterize the 
statement as you did ¢ 

By the way, I might ask you this: Did you also state, after making 
that statement, that that statement would not be used by the Voice 
of America ¢ 

Mr. Krerzmann. I did not so state. The statement was carried 
by the Voice of America. 

Mr. Conn. I know it was carried, but I want to know 1f, after say 
ing it was “rather depressing,” you followed that immediately by 
saying, “We will not use it,” or words to that effe _ } 

I might say to you before you answer that Mr. Cocutz, or Dr. Coeutz, 
has testified under oath that you did so state. Do you deny that 
you made that statement ? 

Mr. KrerzMann. It is possible that I said, “I wonder whether we 
should use this.” As you know, I referred the matter then immedi- 
ate ly tomy super iors in W ashington. 

Mr. Conn. I have traced the history of it, and I wonder if you will 
tell us whether you did say, “We will not use that statement”? 

Mr. KretzmMann. I don’t believe I made that statement that flatly. 

Mr. Conn. And if Dr. Cocutz and other persons present at that 
meeting say you did make that statement, they are not telling the 
truth? Isthat your testimony ? 

Mr. KrerzmMann. I don’t believe that I made that statement in that 
form. 

Mr. Coun. Well, in what form do you think that you made it ? 

Mr. KretrzmMann. We have not been, as a general rule, carrying news, 
on our VOA output to foreign countries, about the investigation. We 
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felt that. it might destroy the faith of our foreign audiences in the 
authority of the Voice. ; 

This confronted me with a new problem, and Iw ished to have back- 
ing from Washington on whether this should be carried. 

Mr. Coun. Is it not a fact that you did not put it up to Washing- 
ton until Dr. Cor utZ, General Barmine, and others present objected 
to your statement, and insisted that it be put up to Washington / 

Mr. Krerzmann. These matters are discussed in a group, in a con 
fidential group, and the question was raised whether it should or 


agrd not be used. Whether the statement was made by them or by 
e, tl ae to consult Wa ee eee 
rer rh But the tters are ari te t by a meeting of the best 
minds inthe ans. 
I then referred it to Washington, and the decision was left with 


me. ‘They did not oa any decision. Whereupon, I decided that 
ve would cat I'\ it, and we did « arry it. 

Mr. Coun. My question still is, which I would like to get an answer 
to: Did you, after characterizing this as a “rather de 
lly say that “We will not use it”’? 

Mr. Krerzmann. As I remember, my first statement was, “I would 
like to read this to you. I find it rather depressing. I would 
like not to discuss it.” 

Mr. Conn. So you did say initis ally that you did not care to use it 
there; we have that 7 ablished. 

Mr. Krerzmann. I did not say that we did not care to use it. I 
said I didn’t think we should discuss it in that meeting, where we had 
policy problems to discuss, but I wanted them to know about it. 

Mr. Conn. Now, after you made that statement, did General Bar- 
mine interpose an objection? Did he or did he not? 

Mr. Krerzmann. I believe he raised the question whether we should 
not consider whether this should or should not be carried. 

Mr. Conn. Excuse me. I might say for the record, Mr. Barmine is 
the Chief of the Russian Service of the Voice of America, is he not? 

Mr. Krerzmann. That is correct. 

Mr. Conn. Isee. And did anybody else second his statement ? 

Mr. KrerzmMann. A number of people did. 

Mr. Conn. Was it not only after that that the matter was put up 
to Washington ? 

Mr. KrerzmMann. That is correct, but I was as much in on that 
decision to ask Washington as anyone else in the room. 

Mr. Coun. Now, did you tell Washington that you regarded this 
statement as “rather depressing” ¢ 

Mr. KrerzMann. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. To whom in Washington did you tell that? 

Mr. KrerzmMann. I was trying to get Mr. McCardle, the Assistant 
Secretary for Public Affairs, but I was connected with Mr. Phillips, 
because Mr. McCardle was busy at the moment. 

Mr. Coun. You spoke with Mr. Phillips in Washington, is that 
right? 

Mr. KrerzmMann. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. Now, let me ask you this: Mr. Kretzmann, were you in 
any way responsible for the broadcasts over the Voice of America 
last year which resulted in the Korean Government barring Voice 
broadcasts? 


epressing state- 


ment,” initia 
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Mr. KrerzmMann. Well, as policy adviser, I am responsible for prac- 
tically everything that goes out. I was not immediately responsible. 
I happened to be in W ‘ashington on the day on which this incident 
took place, but I was certainly in touch with New York, and I knew 
that these broadcasts were going on. 

Mr. Coun. Did they not go out in violation of State Department 
instructions ? 

Mr. Krerzmann. I don’t believe so. There was some misunder- 
standing on the telephone that day between New York and Washing- 
ton, and it has never been satisfactorily cleared up for me, even. 

Senator Symrineron. Were you 1 of the 2 people on the telephone ¢ 

Mr. Krerzmann. No, sir. I happened to be in Washington on 
consultations, and these conversations took place between two others. 

Mr. Conn. Were you there when they ‘vok place? 

Mr. KretzMann. No. 

Mr. Conn. Did you know about them ? 

Mr. Krerzmann. I heard about them later in the day, but the ver- 
sions we got on one end did not jibe with the versions we got on the 
other end, and it has never been settled as to exactly what was said. 

Mr. Coun. Who was on the end in New York? Somebody who 
worked for you? 

Mr. Krerzmann. Mr. Gordon Knox, my deputy. 

Mr. Conn. He is your deputy, is he not ¢ 

Mr. KrerzMann. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. Was he responsible for these | areata asts ¢ 

Mr. KrerzMann. I would say “Yes,” acting for me. 

Mr. Coun. He was acting for you? 

Mr. KrerzMann. Yes. 

Mr. Conn. Was he acting with your approval ? 

Mr. KrerzMann. Yes, insofar as I gave him the responsibility when 
I am not there myself. 

The CHatrmMan. Did you approve of what he did? 

Mr. KrerzMann. No, sir; I did not. 

The Cuarrman. You think it was a pretty serious mistake, do you 
not ¢ 

Mr. KretzMann. Well, the actual broadcast that was involved 
quoted certain European press opinions on what was taking place at 
that time in Korea. 

The CHarrMan. Just to make it clear, what the broadcast consisted 
of was extremely adverse criticism of the existing South Korean Gov- 
ernment, and as a result of that the South Korean Government ordered 
the broadcast suspended and denied all facilities for the Voice in 
South Korea; is that not correct ? 

Mr. Krerzmann. Actually, as I remember the text of these broad- 
casts, they criticized the methods by which Syngman Rhee was then 
conducting the election, and it was not critical of Syngman Rhee or the 
South Korean Government. 

The Cuarman. They were critical of what he was doing and not 
of him; was that right? 

Mr. Kretzmann. The European press was critical of the methods 
by which he was atte mpting o¢ to conduct the elections. 

The Cuatrman. Let us try to get one clearance today. There is no 
question but what your broadcasts beamed to South Korea over the 
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Voice’s facilities was material extremely critical of Syngman Rhee, you 
say of his methods, just at a time shortly before the elections were he Id? 
There is no question about that, is there ¢ 

Mr. KrerzmMann. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarmman. And asa result of that, the South Korean Govern- 
ment denied facilities of the South Korean radios to the Voice: is that 
correct 4 

Mr. KrerzmMann. That is correct. 

The Cnaiman. Is that your idea of fighting communism, to atta k 
the anti-Communist government / 

Mr. Krerzmann. No, sir 

he CHARMAN. Sothat you i arc that it was a serious mistake ? 





Mr. KrerzMann. Well, under the circumstances, where a great deal 
Of criticism Was being made “a our own people 1] 1 Korea, an d others, 
Ol t hie method being user «it as desiened to show that world opinion, 
not United states opinion, or our own comment, was critical of the 
methods. It was hoped that thereby some changes in the methods 


being use by) Syngman Rhee could be brought about 

I do not think that this was an attack on an anti-Communist fighter, 
for which I have the highest regard for Mr. Rhee, and I always have 
had 

Phe Cuarman. Mr. Rhee considered it an attack, did he not ? 

Mr. KrerzMann. I believe he did. I was in Korea shortly after 
that, and I did not talk to him about it, but I talked to the people who 
sO 11 rpreted it. 

Phe CrairmMan. He took it so strongly that he ordered that all of 
1} radlo facilities | re den ec fo you, did he not 4 

Mr. KrerzmMann. That actual step was taken by the Director of 
Publ ( lL for ation In Mr. Rhee’s Cabinet. I presume with Mr. Rhee’s 
knowledge and consent, 

Phe CHamman. Mr. Kretzmann, do you think it is one of your 

unctions in the Voice of America to interfere in the South Korean 
elections by criticizing Syngman Rhee and by publicizing European 
criticism of him, and bringing that to the South Korean people, with 
the apparent approval of _ American people? 

Mr. Kru 'ZMANN. No, sir, I do not believe it is our function, but ~ 

The CoarrmMan. Don’t am think it is highly improper? 

Mr. Krerzmann. It is a normal thing for us to carry comment on 
such a thing as the Korean elections. 

The Cnamman. Did you carry any favorable comment on Syng- 
man Rhee ? 

Mr. KrerzmMann. We were asked to balance it. 

The CHamman. Did you carry any favorable comment on those 
broadeasts about Syngman Rhee? 

Mr. Krerzmann. We did not. because we could not find any in 
either the American press or the European press at the time. 

The Cuarrman. So that the only material you carried was anti- 
Rhee material during that campaign ? 

Mr. Kretzmann. I don’t think I would so define it if the text would 
be laid before me. It was a criticism of the methods and not anti- 
Rhee material. 

Mr. Conn. Mr. Kretzmann, I want to call your attention to a policy 
meeting which took place on the morning of August 6, 1952, a 9: 


Hs C 
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policy meeting, attended by approximately 150 ofticials of the Voice 
of America. I want to ask you whether or not you made the following 
statement: 

It looks like Syngman Rhee is winning in Korea. I am not happy about it. 


I am beginning to wonder if the South Koreans know what they are doing. I 


don’t mind so much about Syngman Rhee; he is an old man; he might not be 


around long. The one that worries me is his right-hand man, the one who im- 


posed this martial law and gave Rhee a chance to bypass the Korean Assembly 
and have his elections. If that man is elected, then good night. 


Mr. KretzMann. I do not recall making such a statement. 

Mr. Conn. Do you deny that you made such a statement? 

Mr. KretzmMann. I cannot deny it. 

Mr. Coun. If you did not make it, I assume you could deny it. 

Mr. KrerzMann. Well, this was when, August 15? 

Mr. Coun. It was August 6, 1952. 

Mr. KrerzMann. I don’t recall making such a statement. 

Mr. Coun. Now, this is an awfully serious statement. You are the 
chief policy adviser, speaking to 150 officials of the Voice of America 
about the broadcasts, and you come out here with a bitter attack on 
the head of the Korean Government, and you say you do not recall 
whether you made that statement or not. If you made it, you cer 
tainly would recall making it, would you not ? 

Mr. Krerzmann. I do not recall it, and I don’t believe I made it in 
that form in any event. 

Mr. Coun. In what form do you think you made it ? 

Mr. KrerzmMann. It has long been evident to us that Mr. Rhee, while 
he is definitely on our side, and, as I say, that has been recognized in 
the anti-Communist struggle, he is also not very popular in other areas 
of the world. We have, therefore, been very careful, and we have to 
be careful, in not identifying him as an American puppet. That 
would 1) other areas of the world be cdetr bie tal to our fi reion 
policy aim. 

The CHAIRMAN. Why do you not beam the anti Rhee program to 
other areas of the world? Why do you beam them to South Korea ? 
Mir. Kretzmann, why do you spend the taxpayers’ money beaming 
programs against the South Korean Government into South Korea ? 
You say vou found nothing favorable you could beam there. Tell 
IS why. 


Mr. KrerzMann. Sir, the intentions of the program were to further 


the policy alms of the United estates, whic hh was hope ful that Mr. Ri} ee 
would adopt more demo ratic methods in ret irning to power. It wa 


I 
to power, and it Was an 
intention of | Nnproving the metheds by which he was so doing 


no intention to keep him from returni 


Senator Symineton. I want to get straight on this. Your concept 


a 7 ass » : 41 ‘ } +11 
of the Voice of Ame} ca was that you should broadeast to the Pre l 
ale , } z ‘ “) ] ; ne - } - ] 
dent of South Korea, or about the President of South Koreas. at the 


time of ar election, things negative to the President of South Korea 
and the Korean Giovernment, in order to mold the way that they are 
handling their government? You take that as a proper policy pro- 
cedure of the Voice of America, a subordinate to the state Depart- 
ment ¢ 

Mr. KrerzMann. No, sir. The purpose of the Voice of America is 
to further the policies of the United States. 
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Senator Symrneton. Were the policies of the United States as ex- 
pressed by the State Department ad ~ epee ‘utive branch of the Gov- 
ernment that you should criticize the South Korean Crovernment 1n 
beaming the broadcasts to South Korea ? 

Mr. KrerzMann. Well, it was not a criticism of the South Korean 
Government. It wasa comment. Our efforts in our broadcasts are 7 


show the areas to whom we broadcast what the rest of the world 1 
thinking and saying about their eve oe It isa normal pr: ictice to try 
to focus world interest on their affairs. 


Senator Symineron. I do not want to belabor it, but I would like to 
find out what you thought the result of it would be at this time. 

Mr. KrerzMann. Well, as I say, I did not pass on that particular 
script, and 

Senator Symincron. But you are defending the general policy. So 
let us forget the partie ular se ript. What would be the advantage? 

Mr. KrerzMann. The only possible advantage in that script would 
have been to try to show the Korean people that there are more demo- 
cratic ways of achieving the same sg There was no intention to 
kee p Mr. Rhee from being reelected, but the methods that he was using 
at the time were somewhat shocking to our friends, many of them. 

Senator Symrneton. Let me ask you this question. The South 
Koreans were fighting with the Americans over there; were they not ? 

Mr. KretzMann. That is correct. 

Senator Symineron. Did you balance what you might do to the 
morale of the South Korean Armies by broadcasting against their 
President and his activities, as against what advantages you might 
get from the United States in other parts of the world ? 

Mr. KretzMann. We certainly did balance it. And if you look at 
the Korean output over months, you will find that one of our — 
themes, every day, is to build up ‘the morale of the Korean arm 

Senator Symineron. Do you think by attacking the aceue tad Tn- 
ment you are buildin le up the mor: ale of their army ¢ 

Mr. Krerzmann. I do not believe we were att: acking the Govern- 
ment, sir. 

Senator Symrncron. Have you any typical illustration of following 
out this line of policy with respect to anything that was beamed to 
Yugoslavia ? 

Mr. KrerzMann. Yes, sir. I think this will be a normal practice. 

Senator Symincron. Have you criticized Tito in your beaming of a 
broadcast to Yugoslavia ? 

Mr. KrerzMann. We have criticized the methods by which certain 
elections take place, describing them as the one-party slate, not in our 
own words but using press comment to get this idea across. 

The Cratrman. When did you last criticize the elections in Yugo 
slavie § i 

nator SyminetTon. I would like to see the records of that. to see 
if it ie a consistent policy of the State Department to criticize foreign 
countries and the leaders of foreign countries. I would like to see that 
record. 

Mr. Krerzmann. I should describe this. This is a world-opinion 
round-up which is a regular feature of many of our programs, which 
tries to find comment from other areas of the world on problems that 
are indigenous to that particular country. It is using this comment 
in such a way as to achieve our basic aims. 
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I would be very happy to spread on the record hundreds of these 
scripts. 

Senator Symineton. I think you know what we are getting at, but 
the point I am trying to make is, let us forget that a mistake was 
made, because everybody makes mistakes. The thing that worried 
me was that the Voice of America, in effect, takes on itself, and in 
testimony, the effort to establish policy in a field of this character. 

Mr. Krerzmann. No, sir, I don’t believe the Voice takes it on itself. 
This was State Department policy on which we had directives to use 
certain world-opinion comment to rather indirectly put forth our 
ideas of the democratic way in which to carry on elections. We do 
this with Great Britain when they have an election. We use com- 
ment from all over the world on their methods and how they run an 
election, and so forth. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kretzmann, the Daily Worker at that time 
was extremely critical of Syngman Rhee, was it not ? 

Mr. KrerzmMann. I am sure they were. 

The Cuarrman. They thought his methods were all wrong, isn’t 
that right? 

Mr. Krerzmann. I am sure they did. 

The CuHarrman. And he declared martial law, and the Daily Worker 
condemned that vigorously, did they not ? 

Mr. KrerzmMann. I am quite sure they did. I would have to go back 
to that. 

The Cuarrman. Every Communist sheet condemned him for that 
and condemned his methods, did they not ? 

Mr. KretzMann. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. You know that Rhee’s claim was that the reason 
he had to declare martial law was because of the Communist infiltra- 
tion in certain areas. 

Mr. Krerzmann. That is right, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Is that not right? 

Mr. Krerzmann. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. You decided that you would ape the Daily Worker 
and the Communist press and send all of this material into South 
Korea at the time Syngman Rhee was fighting for his political life? 

Mr. Kretzmann. I am sure that the Daily Worker and other papers 
of that ilk were criticizing Rhee because he is anti-Communist. We 
were not. We were not criticizing him for that. 

The CHarrMan. You could not be that obvious, could you? Doesn't 
it have the same effect when you criticize him and call him undemo- 
cratic and try to expose what you call his bad methods. And the 
only method you complain of was that he declared martial law when 
he found tremendous Communist infiltration into certain areas. I 
wonder why you took it upon yourself that you were justified in doing 
it. You were not in Korea, and you did not know whether he was 
right or wrong. 

Mr. KretzMann. We had directives from the State Department, 
and we had reports that indicated that these devices had been invented 
to a large extent, and the facts were not correct 

The CHatrman. In answer to questions by counsel, I believe you 
said that this was not as a result of a State department directive, and 
that this was done in violation of a State Department directive. Now 
tell us the truth. Did the State Department direct you to beam this 
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critical material to South Korea or did your man Knox decide that 
despite the State Department orders? 

Mr. Krerzmann. Let me correct one thing here. I never said this 
was in violation of a State Department directive. 

The Cuairman. Was it in conformity with State Department direc- 
tives ? 

Mr. Krerzmann. There was a conversation on the telephone between 
my ie :puty in New York and Mr. Brad Connors, in Washington, in 
which the decision was made to carry this material. At the moment 
I was not in New York. This was a directive for u 

The Cuairman. Were you not informed by the State Department 
that this was a violation of their orders—that they did not favor what 
you had done? 

Mr. KrerzmMann. That is right, sir, due to this confusion on what 
the instructions actually were. 

Phe CHamman. So that you do not say now that the State Depart- 
ment favored what vou were doing? Even under Acheson they did 
not favor it, did they ? 

Mr. KrerzMann. Well, sir, I think it was a mistake about the type 
of material that should have been pi cked up, and, as I say, this con- 
oe existed between the New York and Washington end of the line 
It was done in wood faith. 

Senator Symineron. My questioning to you was because I thought 
that you did say that the voice was operating without the approval 
of the State Department. All I wanted to know was whether the 
voice took upon itself the question of Stiles on major questions of 
policy of this character. 

| do think that the records would s show, or pe rhaps ] misunderstood 
you, that this was a mists ak e in the opinion a he State Department 
} utlwasa policy which t he \ ice had decided toa lopt. 

Mr. KrerzmMann. If it was a mistake, it arose because of a misunder- 
Landing of the directive in this particular case. The voice ti akes its 
pohey from the Departi ent. 

Senator Syminetron. ThatiswhatI thought. That is what I would 
think. 

The CHairman. You know Rhee brought to the attention of the 
Un ted N itions that there wasa Commu nist Pp lot tr ving to unify North 


and South Korea, and harming our troops over the ‘re, and don’t you 
idmit now that vou were contributing to that plot when you were also 
trying to u dl reut Rhee ? The Comm in) ts had to get rid of Rhee 
f their plot was to sueceed. The Voice of America was beaming all 


of this tripe that was being put out about Rhee by the Daily Worker 
nd other pay South Ix yr" 


pel orea, and it vot so bad that Rhee said, 
“We will eut off the radio facilities.” Is there anything mysterious 
bout that anc 


isn’t that what you lid 2 

Mir. KrerzMann. No, sir: we did not do that. We never beamed 
anything that the Daily Worker said to any area. 

The Cuarman. What is Bertram Wolfe’s job? 

Mr. Krerzmann. He is Chief of the [deological Advisory Unit. 

‘he CHarrMAN. And you know he has been anti-Communist and 
anti-Marxist since 1929: is that right ? 

Mr. KrerzMann. I said that I knew that he was an anti-Communist 
since 1929. 


Into 


( 
] 
t 


STATE DEPARTMENT INFORMATION PROGRAM 319 


The CuarrMan. Well, do you think he is a Marxist? 

Mr. Krerzmann. No, sir; I do not. 

The Cuamman. When do you think he became anti-Marxist ? 

Mr. KrerzmMann. That is a question I have never discussed with him. 

The Cuamrman. Well, you are head of policy. Do you think he is 
anti-Marxist now ? 

Mr. Krerzmann. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. Well, have you any idea when he became anti- 
Marxist ? 

Mr. KrerzmMann. Well, in his scripts he certainly is anti-Marxist, 
too. 

The CuHarmman. You say he became anti-Communist in 1929, but 
not anti-Marxist, and now will you tell us the difference ‘ 

Mr. Krerzmann. Well, I think anti-Communist in our language 
means a person who has the full appreciation of the dangerous threat 
of the totalitarian form which communism has taken under the Stalin 
dictatorship. Anti-Marxist means a rejection of the Marxist prin- 
ciples that were outlined in his works. 

The CHarrman. Is it not true that he broke with the Communist 
Party in 1929, and as far as you knew did not break with it ideologic- 
ally, and you said, “Oh, no; he broke with it ideologically and he is 
no longer a Communist” 

Is it your test?;:ony now that you think he remained loyal to the 
teachings of Marx when he broke with the party in 19294 

Mr. KrerzMann. I think that that question would be better directed 
to Mr. Wolfe. As far as I know now, he is both anti-Marxist and 
anti-Communist, and extremely effective in our output. 

The Cuarrman, What do you personally think about Marxism? 

Mr. KretzmMann. I reject it entirely as a theory on which modern 
social improvements can be mace. 

The Cuatrman. On the script bearing your name, we find the state- 
ment to the effect that Marxism is the “fig leaf of respectability” used 
by Stalin. Would you call it a “fig leaf of respectability”? 

Mr. KretzMann. This I believe is the script that was written by 
Mr. Cocutz. 

The Cuarrman. Would you call it a “fig leaf of respectability” ¢ 

Mr. Krerzmann. I would not, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Would you say that anyone who did should be 
working in your unit, directing policy ¢ 

Mr. Krerzmann. In certain areas of the world where you have 
Socialist Parties, in northern Europe and central Europe, who still 
believe in an evolutionary form of Marxism, they are our strongest 
friends and supporters, and to condemn Stalinism as a form of Marx- 
ism would be a mistake in that area, because it would weaken our 
effectiveness. We condemn Stalinism, and roundly, and by using the 
fact that in their attitude there may be something good in Marxism. 

The Cuairman. Will you come back to my question? You ; said 
that you would not consider Marxism as a “fig leaf of respectability.’ 
My question was, would you think that anyone who did think that 
Marxism is a cloak of respectability should be working in your Policy 

Section. 

Mr. Kretzmann. I should think that you should give Mr. Knox a 
chance to defend his own statements. 
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The CuatrmMan. We are giving you a chance now, as policy chief, 
to tell us whether or not you think a man who believes that Marxism 
is a cloak of respectability should be on your policy staff. 

Mr. Krerzmann. Sir, I have full confidence in Mr. Knox, and I 
know his thinking in and out, and this statement is being twisted into 
a sense in which he never meant it. 

The CuatrmMan. The question is: Do you think that anybody who 
feels that Marxism is a cloak of respect: ability should be working on 
your policy staff? That applies to Mr. Knox or Mr. Jones. I am 
asking you that question. 

Mr. Krerzmann. No one on my policy staff believes that, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Do you think, and I am going to make you answer 
this—do you think that anyone who feels that Marxism is a “fig 
leaf” or a cloak of respect: ability should be on your policy staff ? 

Mr. KrerzMann. If he believes that gener: ally, no, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

Mr. Coun. I have quite a few more questions, but we have two more 
witnesses. 

The CHarrMaNn. This witness is here on his own request today, and 
so I am going to withhold further questioning until later. 

May I say, Mr. Kretzmann, there will be considerable testimony 
concerning your part, and whenever you feel that you want to come 
down and answer that part that has been put into the record, we will 
try to ace ommodate you. 

Mr. KrerzMann. Thank you. 

The CHamman. The next witness is Mrs. Alice Patricia Sheppard. 
Raise your right hand. 

In this matter now in hearing before the committee, do you solemnly 
swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so 
he Ip you God? 

Mrs. SuernHarp. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF ALICE PATRICIA SHEPHARD, AN EMPLOYEE OF 
THE VOICE OF AMERICA IN NEW YORK 


The Crnarrman. May I express the thanks of the committee to you 
for coming down on such short notice. I understand you were re- 
quested to come down sometime this afternoon, and you are here. 

Will you give us your full name ? 

Mrs. SuHerHarp. Alice Patricia Shephard. 

Mr. Coun. How do you spell your last name ? 

Mrs. SHEPHARD. S-h-e-p-h-a-r-d. 

Mr. Coun. Where are you employed, Mrs. Shephard ? 

Mrs. Sueruarp. At the Voice of America, 224 West 57th Street. 

Mr. Coun. How long were you employed there ¢ 

Mrs. Suepuarp. In New York since 1944. 

Mr. Coun. Have you had occasion to know Mr. Roger Lyons, the 
Chief of the Religious Desk ? 

Mrs. SuHerHarpD. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Conn. Have you had any discussions with Mr. Lyons concern- 
ing his religious p hilosophy ¢ 

Mrs. SuerpmarpD. Yes, sir; I did at one time. Over a period of time 
we discussed religion quite a good deal. 
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Mr. Conn. As a result of those discussions, can you tell us whether 
or not he believes in God ? 

Mrs. SHeruarp. Why, I cannot tell you if he believes in God now, 
but at the time that I was going with Mr. Lyons, I don’t believe that 
he believed in God then. He was going through a very difficult 
period. He was going to an analyst, and he was very confused at the 
time. 

Senator Symrnoron. What is that? 

Mrs. SuHepHarbD. He was going to an analyst. 

Senator Symrncron. Of what ? 

Mrs. SuHerpHarp, A psychoanalyst. And whether he was trying to 
find his way to God or not, I don’t know. But at that time he had no 
belief in God. 

Mr. Coun. At that time he did not believe in God? 

Mrs. SHernarp. No. 

Mr. Coun. And when was that, when was the latest date? 

Mrs. SHepuarp. Well, that was between 1944 and the end of 1946. 

Mr. Coun. I have no further questions of the witness. 

The CHarrMan. Thank you ve ar y much. 

Mr. Coun. Is Mr. Strong here 

The CHatrman. In the m: ter 1 now in hearing before the committee, 
S you solemnly swear to tell the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God? 

Mr. Srrona. I do. 





TESTIMONY OF ALLEN STRONG, A PRODUCER-ANNOUNCER WITH 
THE VOICE OF AMERICA IN NEW YORK 


Mr. Coun. Tell us your name ? 

Mr. Srrone. Allen Strong. 

Mr. Coun. We want to thank you, too, for coming down here on 
such short notice. 

Where do you work? 

Mr. Strona. The Voice of America, 224 West 57th Street, New York 
City. 

Mr. Conn. How long have you been with the Voice? 

Mr. Srrona. I was there twice. I went there in 1942 with the OWL, 
and I went there again about 4 years ago. 

Mr. Conn. What is your present position with the Voice? 

Mr. Strona. I am a producer-announcer. 

Mr. Conn. You are a producer-announcer with the Voice of 
America ? 

Mr. Srrone. Yes, sit 

Mr. Conn. Have you ever or do you know Roger Lyons, the head 
of the religious desk ? 

Mr. Srrona. I have known him for some years. 

Mr. Coun. Have you ever had any occasion to discuss any script 
with Mr. Lyons? 

Mr. Srrone. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. You have? 

Mr. Srronea. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. Is there any one in particular? 

Mr. Srrone. Yes; one very recent one. 
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Mr. Coun. Did that involve the use of a term referring to a divine 
being ? 

Mr. Srrone. It did. 

Mr, Conn. Do you have that script here? 

Mr. Srrone. Yes. 

Mr. Coun. Would you read us the terms to which I refer? 

Mr. Srrona. At the opening of the script, it was a script based on 
the American Legion “back to God” show, on which Mr. Eisenhower, 
and Nixon, and a rabbi, and Negro chaplain appeared. “Back to 
God,” it was called, documentary. 

Senator Symrneron. Can’t you get the word “Democratic” in there 
somewhere ? 

Mr. Srrone. I beg your pardon, The sentence to which he ob- 
jected—I was producing the program, and he is the religious re- 
porter of the Voice, and he was on loan to us. 

Mr. Coun. When you say “he,” you mean Mr. Lyons? 

Mr. Srrone. Yes, sir. And so I called him and said, “You are to 
go to the studio,” and he said, “O. K.” He read the script, and he 
said, “I take exception to this first sentence.” 

Mr. Conn. Read it. 

Mr. Srrone. Or the second one. 

To tell the whole story we would have to go back in time and space to that 
nameless first man who looked heavenward and had knowledge of a divine force 
greater than man, better than man, Wiser than man. 

He looked it over, and he said, “I won’t read that.” So I said, as 
the producer, “Why do you object to it?” He said, “Call the writer.” 
And so we did. And Mr. Edward Rosen who wrote the script came, 
and they discussed it rather heatedly. I said, as the producer, “You 
read what is written or you don’t read anything at all.” And he said, 
“You have got to strike it out and then I will read it.” 

I said, “You have got to read it, unless you have some real objection, 
and you go upstairs with it.” He said, “All right, I will read it.” 
When we got to the studio 10 minutes later and he sat there waiting 
to go on the air, he said, “I can’t read this.” 

So I asked him again why he would not read it, and he would not 
give me any idea. He said, “It is just drivel, and it is not based on 
fact.” 

Mr. Conn. That particular sentence ? 

Mr. Strona. Yes. And I said, “We will get somebody else to do 
it,” and he left. 

Mr. Conn. Did he tell you if this one sentence referring to the 
existence of a divine being, greater or wiser than any human, was 
deleted, he would then read the script ? 

Mr. Srrone. He did say at one point before he came upstairs, but 
hen afterward, he said he didn’t like the whole thing, the idea of the 
whole program, and he would not put his voice on the record. 

Mr. Conn. How long ago did this happen ? 

Mr. Srrone. I will tell you exactly when it happened. It was 
February 1. 

Mr. Conn. February 1? 

Mr. Srrone. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. You mean just about 1 month ago? 

Mr. Srrone. Yes, sir. 


os 
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The Cuarrman. Let me ask you: Was there any question in your 
mind that the reason for his objection to the script was because it 
referred to a divine being? It that the reason he objected to it é 

Mr. Srrone. I have my opinion, but, of course, you cannot judge 
the man’s mind. 

The CHatrman. Did he make that clear? If not, this has no 
special significance, and if he did, we want to know. Was he object- 
ing to this because it made reference to a divine being? 

Mr. Strona. He did not say that exactly; no. 

The Cuarrman. He said that was based upon supposition and not 
fact, did you say? 

Mr. Srrone. In so many words, yes. 

The Cuairman. Let me ask you this: How long have you been with 
the Voice yourself ¢ 

Mr. Strona. Under the State De partment about 4 years. 

The CHAIRMAN. How well do you know Mr. Lyons? 

Mr. Strong. As an announcer I worked with him over a period of 
probab ily 3 or 4 years durin _— war, OWI, and here for 3 or 4 years. 

The Cuatrman. You know, it is a very unpleasant and disagreeable 
task for a conan ttee to be « ttle ha into a man’s ba kground to ques- 
tion whether he is religious or not, and normally we would not be 
concerned about that, but in view of the fact he is head of this 
re sligious desk, we are, 

Would you say from your knowledge of him, your acquaintance with 
him, would you think he has any strong re ligious convictions of any 
kind ? 

Mr. Srrona. Well, you get to know a man pretty well if you are 


thrown together with him, working with him on the air, and in an- 
nouncers’ lounges: al d I . Roman Catholic, and to my perhaps 
myopic view, I did not thin 1k} he was very religious. 

The CHatrmMan. I do not mean to ask vy vhether he believed in the 


same t] ing you did. 

Mr. Strona. I don’t mean that either. 

The CHatrman. When was the progr: um to be produced ? 

Mr. STRONG. To be b roadeast on t] » 19th of iy bri uary last. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of t his year? 

Mr. Strona. Yes 

‘I he CHAIRMAN. An 1 t] S was a dialog bet ween the President and 
Vice President and certain 1 chaplains’ 

Mr. Srrona. Not a dialog. We introduced the program and then 
played cuts, ] preceded by live t alk by the announcer, introducing Mr. 
Eisenhower and Mr. Nixon and the Rabbi and the Negro chaplain, 
and some music on it. 

The CHatrman. I think we will have that marked as an exhibit. 

It will be received. 

(The seript was marked “Exhibit No. 31” and may be found in the 
files of the subcommittee. ) 

The CHatrrMan. We want to thank you very much. 

Senator Symineton. I would like to ask the lady to come back to 
the stand for a moment. 
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TESTIMONY OF ALICE PATRICIA SHEPHARD, AN EMPLOYEE OF 
THE VOICE OF AMERICA IN NEW YORK—Resumed 


Senator Syminoron. With respect to your testimony about the faith 
of Mr. Lyons, you said at one time you were going with him, is that 
true ¢ 
Mrs. Suepnarp. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineton., Were you engaged to him? 

Mrs. SuHepnarp. No, I was not. 

Senator SymineTon. What do you mean by “going with him’ 

Mis. Suepuarp. I came to New York in 1944 and Roger was one of 
the first people I met at the office, and he was very nice, and he took me 
out nd | e xv is quite a “brain” and I was not. so he was introducing 
me to book ind th Oo ,and ] was quite fascinated by the whole thing. 

Senator Symineron. You would not have your testimony colored 


29 


by the fact he did not go out with you any longer ? 

Mrs. SuepHarp. Oh, no. 

Senator Symineton. I want to be very frank about it. 

Mrs. SuepHarp. Oh, positively not. 

Senator Symrneron. You are not in the position of a jilted lady or 
anvthing like that ? 
Mrs. Suepuarp. Oh.no. My gosh. no. Roger was going to Switzer- 


+ and whil he Was gone, Roger rot married, 


+s —— ] ' 
land to study with Jun 


and I got married. I am very happy about the whole thing. 
Senator Symirneron, I thought that we ought to clear that up. 
M SuepnArp. Iam not disgruntled: no. 
The Cuatrman. We will adjourn until 10:30 in the morning. 
Whereupon, at 5:45 p. n the committee recessed until 10:30 
a.m., Tuesday, March 3, 1953.) 


APPENDIX 
EXxHIpir 17 


MEMORANDUM 
Aveust 18, 1952 
To: IBS—Mr. Foy D. Kohler 
Through: IRP—Mr. A. Puhan/Mr. G, Dooher 
From: John Cocutz—IRP 
Subject: Training Program Relating to Communism 


I submit for your consideration the following suggestion, with the hope that it 
may strengthen the operations of the Voice of America. 

The suggested plan concerns a minimum. training of some of the employees 
of the VOA in the main facts about the Communist movement It is desirable to 
have employees who are committed emotionally and morally against communism 
and who have a good knowledge of their target areas. But this knowledge is not 
enough for those who are in the front line of our ideological battle. We are fight- 
ing « ul 1 itself. Therefore, an intell 
munist movement, of its coals and methods, of its beliefs and weapons is neces- 
sary. Weare facing an evil and ruthless, but highly trained, propaganda machine 
and we cannot overdo our preparation for a more efficient counterattack. In a 
military hattle, a knowledge of the enemy, of its methods and weapons is consid- 
ered essential ; the same holds true in the ideological battle. 

The training program should consist of lectures and discussions on the follow- 
ing topics, at least: 


igent, factual knowledge of the Com 


I. AN OUTLINE HISTORY OF THE COMMUNIST MOVEMENT 


These lectures should present the origin and development of the Communist 
movement, with accent on its activities in the present century. The worldwide 
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organization of the Communist Party, with its different branches, should be sur- 
veyed. Their links with Moscow should be explained. Its main leaders—past 
and present—in Europe (including satellite countries), Asia, and other parts of 
the world, should be discussed. The main purpose of these lectures should be to 
give the participants exact information about the main historical facts of the 
Communist movement. 


Il. THE MAIN BELIEFS OF COMMUNISM 


These lectures and discussions will give the participants at least an elementary 
understanding of the main concepts of communis! A few of the main, but 
smaller writings of the Communist thinkers should be analyzed and criticized. 
(Communist Manifesto of Marx, State and Revolution of Lenin, Foundations and 
Problems of Leninism by Stalin, Dialectical and Historical Materialism by Stalin, 
Stalin's theory of Linguistics, ete., might be some of the booklets considered. For 
the Far East, at les some basic writings of Mao Tse-tung should be surveyed.) 
The purpose would be to elucidate and criticize Communist doctrines which deat 





With religion, social structure and programs, economics, government, ar 
science, ete 

For example, Stalin’s theory of linguistics ss concepts, dictatorship of 
proletariat, collectivist socialism, ete., now occupy much of the Communist think 
ing and planning Our editors and writers should be able ot only to understand, 
but also to refute them easily It should be shown t} the C« unists consider 
their theories from a practical viewpoint, that is, as a guide to acti Therefore, 


by knowing their thoughts and beliefs we can at least partly predict their future 
actions. 





If, COMMUNIST METHODS OF PROPAGANDA AND REVOLUTION 
The accent should be on the recent past Examples should be taken from the 
main parts of the world Some writings of Lenin and Stalin on the subjects 
should be analyzed fhe concepts of Communist strategy and tactics should be 
understood. Special tactics directed to specific areas and situations could be 


analyzed. It should also be demonstrated how the Communists use ideas in which 
they do not believe, for propaganda purposes—e. g., the peace campaign 

rhe lecturers should be competent people who know the ets and know how to 
teach them. All the lectures should be prepared in advance and approved by the 
proper authoritie 

The lectures should contain extensive bibliographies of primary and secondary 
sources, As the lectures will have to be introductory in their nature these bibliog 
raphies could be used in further individual study, which should be encouraged 
They could also be used by the participants, later on, in their work when they 
meet certain problems for which they do not possess the immediate answer. In 
other words, the training should prepare the participants for ‘r individual, 
problem-solving research 

The study groups could be organized on an area basis, W henever desirable. The 


f-hours of the 





meeting times of these sessions would take into consideration the of 
participants. Two or three sessions a week would suffice 

The whole program should be built on an experimental basis, with a lookout 
for revisions, changes, and improvements based on experience. 

It is hoped that such studies will improve the substance of our scripts, com 
mentaries, and other writings: will help us to avoid shooting in the dark and in 
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the wrong place and to aim better at our real target; will give us a better sense 
of direction and urgency; will improve the overall efficiency of our operations 
Incidentally, in some places they will help the participants to better identify the 
Communist line and activity when it is disguised. 

It is hoped it something deeper will be achieved. It is a known fact that the 
press and the radio are only two of many facets of the overall Communist plan 
to “create the new Communist man,” especially out of the new generations, The 
schools, the labor and political organizations, and many other neies and insti 
tutions are used to purge” the young gene rations of “bourgeois ideas” and to 
make them base their thinking on entirely new, Communist, assumptions in order 
to completely conquer their minds and hearts. It is our duty to attack commu 


nism at these levels, too We hope that these lectures will better equip us to 








neutralize and, if possible annihilate the whole range of the Communist indoc 


trination machine 

On the other hand, with these lectures, we would not initiate anything new. 
Most large business organizations have training programs for their employees, 
appropriate to their function, in order to improve their efficiency. The different 
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branches of the armed services now conduct training programs in communism. 
In some of these programs I participated as a lecturer, in connection with the 
southeast area. I am also informed that the Psychological Warfare Branches of 
the Army and Navy give 6-month courses on communism and related topics. 
Many universities and high schools are introducing this kind of course with the 
i g our people a better understanding of our enemy. In fact, I have 
had personal experience in this connection, having given courses in Communist 
theory and practice at the University of Georgia for the last 3 years. 
On the negative side, the United States Department of State cannot afford to 
have its employees show a lack of precise knowledge in the field of their immediate 
mission and activity 
This plan is tentative. It is hoped that its study will stimulate ideas for its 
improvement, and if the suggestions contained here are found desirable and use- 
ful I shall be happy to discuss it further 
ec: D'Alessandro 
Macy 
Helfenstein 
Taliaferro 

IBS: IRP: JTCocutz: bh 


idea of i! 


Exurpit No. 18 


Here is the place to mention the role of religion in fighting communism, Un- 
doubtedly the western civilization has its roots in the Hebrew Christian tradi- 
tion and in Greek-Roman thinking It is also true that religious faith is the 
strongest force to uphold the hope of people who suffer under oppression, and 
to help them not to yield either to cynicism or to evil teachings. 

The American information program and agencies can do the following things 

on a religious level: 
ad news about religious events on a worldwide basis. This fact itself 
the vitality of religious forces against communism. 
2. Expose religious persecution behind the [ron Curtain and reveal the schemes 
by which the Communists take over religious organizations and use them for 
their own purposes. The American belief and practice of religious freedom 
should be presented in contrast 

3. Analyze and expose the main Communist atheistic and materialistic doc- 
trines which contradict any religious belief and which demand the destruction 
of all religions. This exposé will help counteract the shrewd Communist propa- 








nda which tries to present the Communist Party as friendly to religion. 

t. Analyze and discuss sympathetically those tenets which are common to 
most 1 on There is a vast religious wealth of moral and spiritual teach- 
i ich is common to most religions. These teachings should be used 
effe. elt 


5. Report and broadeast religious services and sermons. In this respect we 
should be careful not to hurt the religious sensibilities of any of our listeners. 
6. Report the mai ictivities of the religious life of the people of the United 


State Here, too, we must refrain from trying to sell our religions to the out- 
side rid, t we should report conscientiously the main events, trends, and 
ideas which make up the religious life of the American people. Today, when 


the “hate America” campaign tries to picture the American citizen in the black- 
est colors, one of the best ways to counteract it is to present the American men 
nd women as going to their respective places of worship and praying in humility 
to God A good picture of the role which the religious and spiritual forces nlay 
he American social life will offset the false picture of a materialist, selfish, 
militarist man. 

This reporting of American religious scene can be made very effective by 
placing it in its historical perspective, and showing also the contributions of 
different American denominations to the charitable, educational, sanitary, and 
cultural life in America. 











(a 
i 
FIVE EVILS Is 

The Speaker of the House of Representatives,Joseph Martin, 
in his recent speech before the House,called Marxism a "political 
malady". Does Marxism deserve such an accusation? 

The Marxist movement defends at least five doctrines which 
make it worse than a malady--they make it oison Here are 
these five Marxist beliefs: 

First--the doctrine of class distinction,which divides the 
world,arbitrarily,into two classes: capitalists and proletarians. 
It then stirs hatred and war between these two opposing camps. 
Members thrown arbitrarily in the capitalist class must be hated, 
persecuted and destroyed. This Marxist teaching runs against 
the progress made in modern times in bringing human beings 
together in a brotherhood of love,friendship and good-will. It 





together in a brotherhood of love,friendship and good-will. It 
also attacks the foundations of modern legal institutions,which 
attempt to apply equality and justice in relations among men. 
Instead of trials and sentences based on facts and moral 

— principles,we witness today,in Communi st-dominated countries, 
the condamnation of great masses of people to jail,labor camps 
and hanging--accused of belonging to "the capitalist class". 

The results of class distinction and of vlass struggle 

are seen in the punishment of millions of innocent people whose 

— only "crime" is that they fit a certain artificial class 
definition. 

—_ The second Marxist doctrine is that of violent revolution. 
According to Marx and his followers,there can be no improvement 
in economic conditions without violent revolution against 


the bourgeois democracy. The principles of scientific progress 


and of democratic processes are thrown overboard by Marxism. 
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The foundations of modern states are attacked.Democratic methods 
and the freedom of people everywhere to choose their governments 
through free elections,are abandonned. And,in their place, the 
Communist party must seize power by brutal force in every state 
in the world. 

In a world which fought for centuries to arrive at peaceful 
and rational methods of solving the economic and political problems; 
in a world which tries to build systems of freedom and understanding 
among all classes,groups,nations and races--Marxism demands the 
violent destruction of every legal order and of every modern 
institution. 

In the third place,Marxism is a malady because Marx himself 
nas introduced the doctrine of the dictatorship of the proletariat. 
This dictatorship demands the anihilation of the bourgeois class 
and the subjection of the preletariat to the Communist party. 

The Communist Manifesto presents the Communist party as the 
only legitimate representative of the labor class. All other 
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only legitimate representative of the labor class. All other 
political groups and leaders are eliminated. The result is a 
dictatorship of the most ferocious kind. 

Springing out of Christian civilization and out of Greek 
thinking, the-movement of modern history made great strides 
toward limiting the powers of the State,giving rights and 
freedoms to the individuals and reestablishing a happy world 
of equality,freedom and progress. In this framework of freedom 
and respect for human personality,great progress has been made 
in the improvement of the economic and intellectual well-being 


of all human beings. 
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The total dictatorship of Marxism demans the destruction 
of all this progress of freedom,right and well-being and the 
introduction of complete subservience of the individual to the 
dictator. It reminds us of the tribe chief's demand,in primitive 
times,that he--and he alone--have the right of life and death 
over all members of his clan. 

In the fourth place--Marxism is more than a malady because 
it demands the destruction of private property. Marx wrote in 
the Communist Manifesto that Communism can be summarized in one 
sentence : destruction of private property. That is Stalin's 


in program. In his newly-announced doctrine,Stalin outlines 


‘ the plan by which all private property will be reduced to State 


porperty. He calls it "public property",but anyone who can 
Nena two steps ahead,sees that,if the State is the dictatorship 


Ne, and the same State owns and controls all property,one cannot 





—_ - = = 


and the same State owns and controls all property,one cannot 

talk of “public property" . The dictators own everything,exclusively. 
In fact this Marxist doctrine reduces the citizens of a country 

to complete poverty and makes the Communist party sole owner 

of the people's bread. The result is a combined ec»nomic and 
political dictatorship of the worst kind. oe See OF 


government ever gave to the State officials such total power 





eee 
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over all human beings. The modern developments have been toward 


—— 
— 


ee 


the ownership,control and share of economic products by a liarger 

and larger mumber of people. The democratic processes gave 

more and more power of control to the people over agricutlural 

and industrial goods. Marxism takes away from the people the 

wealth which belongs to them and gives it to a ruthless party 

which uses it to perpetuate and extend its domination over then. 
The fifth evil doctrine which Marxism imposes over the 
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cs oe minds of men is that of dialectical mterialism--as the 
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a wie? the freedom of men to search for truth and to accept it only on 

ya” y the basis of facts. Freedom of inquiry in philosophy,in physical 


uv 


a yw ultimate ,unquestioned and unquestionable theory about men and 
oP universe. The modern progress of mankind was due largely to 


* and social sciences and in all other realms of human experience, 
is the foundation on which modern civilization is built. 

Against it,Marxism presents,as ultimate,the theory of 
materialism. One third of the world's population is forced not 
to think any more,not to search freely for truth but to accept 
blindly absolute Marxism as interpreted by Stalin. All scientific 
discoveries wore due to the freedom of inquiry. To imposé on 


human beings,as “absolute",a system of thought ~--means not only 


to stop all progress but to turn the wheel of history back to 





to stop all progress but to turn the wheel of history back to 
the superstitious ages. 

Finally,Marxism is more than a malady because it tries to 
destroy all religion and to replace it with the philosophy of 
materialism. The great religions of the world have been the 
vehicles of moral principles,which made man rise above his animal 
instincts and show love,mercy,consideration and care for his 
fellowmen. Religions promoted ckaritable,educational and other 
institutions which formed the backbone of civilizations. 

Communism wants to scrap all these moral and spiritual 
values and reduce man to his material and animal existence,to 
transform him into a savage. This attempts is much more perilous 
today,when the same man has atom bombs in his hands.. 

Todeay,when the need for uplifting man to a level of moral, 
social and spiritual status is so great,in order that he may 


benefit from the powers which science placed in his hands--Marxism 
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wants to reduce him to a material,animal level. 

These are some of the doctrines of Marxism. They show 
that our struggle must be aimed not only at diminishing its 
military power,but at convincing all men to abandon it forever. 
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EXxHIsIT No. 24 


Through: NAO—Mr. Alva M. Meyers, Jr. SEPTEMBER 20, 1951. 
IBD—Alfred Puhan 
IBD—Michael Ries Attention: Messrs. Pearson and Cohen 
Media Productions Voucher—Contract #SCC—1la—2076 
We received from Media Productions, Ine., a voucher and breakdown of costs 


dated September 12, 1951, for Program #3, 4, 5, and 6 in the “Ici New York’ 
series. This totaled $1,876.90. 

As a result of a conversation with Mr. T. Edward Hambleton of Media, a re 
vised breakdown of costs was received from the latter, dated September 13th. 
The revised total was $1,676.58. 

In addition, we received from Mr. Cohen on September 17th the following 
material to substantiate Media’s claim for the indicated sums: 


Program #3—Pictures of Hollywood: 
1 Script 6 st _. $250.00 


8 Recordings of rough material 
Program #4—Indians: 
12 Commercial Discs (10’’)__ ) 


a 2 . 616.00 


? 


1 Commercial Album (4 dises) (10’’)_- 3 $97. 50 

3 Original Acetates (10’’) 
Program #5—Trucking: 

1—30 min. Tape of rough material___-_- : 

6% Typewritten Pages of Research (story outline) 


S60. 00 


L00. 00 


In consultation with Mr. Auberjonois of the French Unit, we have come to the 
following conclusions about the above-listed claims: 
Program #3 

1. The claim of $250.00 for the script is justified. 

2. The claim of $616.00 for production, recording and editing is unjustified. 
The evidence as submitted on the 8 records does not warrant this claim at all. 
All of the material is in a highly rough stage and shows no evidence of editing at 
all. The studio and field recording charge of $300.00 is allowable, but nowhere 
is there evidence of 11 hours of editing and 9 hours of assembly time ($316.00). 
Program #4 

1. The claim for the recordings is justified. 
Program #95 


1. The claim for the tape recording and the research is justified. 
No material was submitted in support of Program +6. 


The Overseas Services Section feels a total of $807.50 for Programs #3. 4 and 5 
is justified by the evidence submitted. ‘The su of $284.40 for travel and mis 


cellaneous charges for Programs #3, 4, and 5 would also appear to be in order. 


The claimed sum of $211.18 for Overhead and Profit for Programs #3, 4, and 5 


is justified; this latter represents 15 ol prove ay and thus is ne 
with Media’s original breakdown and our understanding 
All of the written and r rded material submitted by Media is being turned 


over the French Unit for disposition 
Attached please find copies of the letter and claim statement dated September 
18, 1951, submitted by Media Productions, Inc. 
Enclosures : 
Cpy ltr dtd 9/13/51 from Media. 
Cpy statement (amended) dtd 9/13/51 from Media. 
ee: Puhan 
Evans 
Aubjerjonois 
Gaines 
IE: IBD: NRies: rvt 
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Exnuipit No. 25 
Mepra Propuctrions, INe. 
New York 19, N. Y. 
STATEMENT 


(Amended ) 


Date: Se ptember 13, 1951 Media Project No. 25, 
Contract No. SCC-la—2076. 
Program No. 3. Pictures of Hollywood: 
Scrint PO. OO 
Production: Studio & field re ding 15 hrs. @ 20. per hr 300. 00 
Editing: 
Kditing 11 hrs. @ 14. per hr 154. 00 
Assembly time, ince. pl ck, 9 hrs. @ 18, per hr 162. 00 
Shipping charges 9.15 
Carton 2 
rave 25. OO 
Overhead & Profit 135. 06 
1, O35. 46 
] g No. 4. Indians 
rave laos, Santa Fe, Denver, Anadarko—4 days @ 50 
per day POO. OO 
Recordings : : 97. 50 
Overhead & Profit 14. 62 
342, 12 
Program No. 5. Trucking: 
Preliminary research 100, 00 
Field recording 6 hrs. @ 10 60. 00 
Travel J 5O. 00 
Overhead & Profit 31.50 
241.50 
Program No. 6. San Francisco: 
Preliminary research 25. 00 
ravel 25. OO 
Overhead & Profit ; 7. 50 
57.50 
Total . ‘ 1, 676.58 
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EXHIsitT No, 2 


Fesruary 1, 1950. 
Alfred M. Puhan 
Fernand Auberjonois 
Cuts In WAE ANp PO FuNDsS 


The proposed cuts in WAE and PO funds which are to take effect during the 
third quarter of the present fiscal year affect funds already earmarked for future 
pre rams 

It is my understanding that the last minute revisions mentioned in the memo- 
randum read to all Unit Chiefs are final. However, I take the liberty to reopen 
the discussion, and to question seriously the advisablity of further weakening 
our output to France. When previous cuts were ordered, I complied with orders, 
but pointed out (my memorandum of December 19, 1949), that the funds at our 
disposal were already ridiculously small 
As Tnit Chief, I assume responsibility for French language programs, and 
especially for our daily relay. As a professional broadcaster, I cannot assume 
responsibilities for program changes that affect not only my own standing, but 
the prestige of the Voice of America and our relationship with the field. 
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Before proceeding with the cancellation of 16 featured broadcasts, I wish to 
clear up some points which seem to me both disturbing and embarrassing: 

1. It would appear that when Unit Chiefs were requested to prepare their 
budgets for the third quarter of the present fiscal year, these budgets were ap- 
proved at higher levels. As a result, the French Unit made certain commitments. 
This means 


a. That our regular commentaries (by “specialists’) which had been 
sharply reduced, have been announced in the French press (see attached 
schedule). 

b. That if we cancel the few that we can still afford, we shall lose an 

? important part of our audience (see Betty Wason report of January 23, 
1950, airmailed from Paris). 


9 


2. If, as the memorandum read to us seems to indicate, the new and unfore 
seen reductions in our meager funds are justified because of our need of money 

o for “special projects,” it is important that each Unit be informed of the nature 
of the special projects and the manner in which they might fill up the gaps left 
as a result of cancellation of our regular commentaries In other words I would 
like to know: 


a. How many “special programs” will be featured on “Ici New York” dur 
ing February and March. 

b. The length and nature of these programs, so that we can schedule 
them. 

ce. Whether they will be acceptable to the field and to the station that 
relays us in France. (Since we have been coordinating our activities with 
USIS in Paris and with RDF, I feel that unilateral action is not advisable 
So far, Paris has been critical of most of the programs that did not fit into 
the general pattern of our daily documentary broadcast). 


3. If the decision to deprive us of the small funds approved for the third 
quarter is final, those who assume responsibility for the cuts should be made 
aware of the following: 


a. Reductions in PO funds will result in the cancellation of some of our 
most popular features, which we have managed to keep on the air for many 
years. I shall cancel the Art Review (Ozenfant) as of the first of February, 
the Book Review as of the first of March, the Economic Review after March 
1st and the Stamp Talk for February and March. 

b. Reductions affecting the announcing staff will result in a deplorable 
situation, inasmuch as for “Ici New York” alone we shall have to cancel 
seventy speaking appearances during the months of February and March. 
I predict sharp reactions from the listening audience, and I wish to point 
out that the personnel of the French Unit is doing all the announcing it can 
possibly handle right now. There isn’t a single member of the regular staff 
who does not go on the air several times a week. 


4 
‘ CONCLUSION 

Although this Unit Chief has no reason to doubt the usefulness of “special 
7 projects,” he feels that it would be unwise to weaken still further our regular out 


put to France. He, for one, hesitates to be held responsible for programs whicl 
from the standpoint of quality, would definitely fall below the standards set by 
this organization 


ExHIBIT NO, 30 
OFFICE MEMORANDUM, UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


Marcu 26, 1951. 

To: Michael Ries—Overseas Services 
From: Fernand Auberjonois—French Unit 
Subject: New French language packages shows series 

Here are the subjects of interest to our French audience, which would give us 
good material for a new series of six packaged programs: 

1. Hollywood at work.—A sound picture of Hollywood outside of the studios 
How people live there, what the streets look and sound like; an attempt should 
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be made to deglamorize the movie capital and interview its little people, the 
any workers connected with the industry. Where do these people go for their 
entert hinent, ete 
2. Hollywood play.—A more superficial, more glamorous sound picture of 
Hollywood, but try and avoid the clichés French language interviews with 
S \ fal is ght il \ ne} 
do. San franciset The French colony. Part 1: San Francisco proper with 
emphasis on writers, artists, etc, * trip through “the city of Paris,’ America’s 
enly department store run like a French business. Verdier family. . Part 2: 
the wine rowers—how they live Bring microphone in a cellar Interview 
oid timers 
t. San Francisco Chinatown Mainly descriptive, lots of sound 
Indians in Colorado Record songs, gather background material for a 


half hour show on “life on an Indian reservation.” Follow the process of 
Americanization of Indian children 

6,7 drive by night.—The saga of American trucking and long distance 
hauling over the highways. Cross country truck service, try and find a French 
speaking driver for interview, record sound on the highways. Narrative 


SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 
No, 1 


WesST ENGLEWOOD, N, J., March 10, 196 


My Dear SENATOR McCarrHy: You will recall that I testified on March 2 to 
eny a charge of atheism. I am writing you and the other members of the sub 
‘tt the record straight on two witnesses who testified against me, 
Mrs. Alice Shephard and Mr. Alan Strong. I had not known that these two wit- 
nesses were going to testify concerning me, so I left after the testimony of Mr. 
kdwin Kretzmann. I only discovered later from newspapers and from observers 


Col } ee TO SE 


that these witnesses had brought forward certain other so-called evidence to 
demonstrate that I was not a rel ous man 
Mrs. Shephard’s statement that I had no religious beliefs when I knew her 
prior to 1946 is not true. I never made such a statement and she never questioned 
‘ bout my religious beliefs The fact is that I believed in God then as I do 
I lo be sure, I was engaged in a search for a meaning for my life in the 


world in spiritual terms, in common with almost all religious men in and out 


lr) \ itness, Mr. Alan Strong, interpreted my refusal to read three lines 

l to mean that I do ne elieve 1a divine force greater than! n, bette 

an man, wiser than ma The contrary is true rhe passage eccurred in a 

Voice of America script oducing a rebroadcast of excerpts of the American 

I B » God | I The first } igraph of the introduction follows: 

about to hear is one small chapter in the vast and endless story 

piritual growth ro tell the whole story we would have to go back 

in time and space to that nameless first man who looked heavenward and had 

nowledge of a divine force bigger (later changed to ‘greater’ at my suggestion) 

than man—better than man—wiser than man And we would have to trace the 

birth and growth of the world’s great religious—Islam, Hinduism, Buddhism, 
ht init Judaism. All this has been recorded in history.’ 

This completes the relevant passace I wanted the passage changed to read: 


the whole story, we ould have to trace the birth and growth of the 
world’s great religions—Islam, Hinduism, Buddhism, Christianity, Judaism. All 
! has been recorded in history.” 
This omits the phrases underlined above. The script would then continue 
written 
I refused to read this passage because the meaning was ambiguous, and was 
based on premises which I believed to be false. These premises had nothing to 
do with the phrase about a divine force which was mentioned in the testimony 
and quoted in newspapers out of context. I was disturbed by the vague notion 
of a “nameless first man.” It seems to me logically and theologically false to 
assume that a “first man” was aware of the “vast and endless story of man- 
kind’s spiritual growth.” It is my belief that only God knows this story, and 





N 
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insofar as a spark of the Divine exists in man, it 
men, prophets and saints, through God’s g1 
the story of mankind’s spiritual growth. 


sometimes given a few 
ace to have a fragmentary insight into 


However, these are matters of personal belief about which there may be con- 
troversy. I did not request a policy ruling since there was nothing offensive in 
the passage. However, in my capacity as Director of Religious Programing, 
I refused to read it. As a matter of fact, another announcer did read it, and the 


feature was broadcast in the program I heartily 
endorsed 


I am writing this letter in order that 


mittee may have my views on the testimony of Mrs. Shephard and Mr. Strong. I 
am prepared to testify to the truth of these statements under oath, if you so 
desire 


its original form. The rest of 


you and the other members of your com- 


Sincerely yours, 
Rocrer Lyons. 
The Honorable JoserH R. McCarruy, 
lnited Ntates Nenat 
STATE oF NEW YORK, 
County of New York. 


Sworn to before me this 12th day of March 1953 
Commission expires March 30, 19538 


Purpy R. Face, 
Notary Public, State of New York. 
[SEAL ] 
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